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claims of the eastern and emigrant and western Cherokee In-
dians and Creek and Seminole Indians of Indian Territory,
now Oklahoma, for any moneys, lands, and interest found due
said Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By :Mr. GREENE of Vermont: A bill (H. It. 14389) for the
relief of contractors under supervision of the War Department
for losses which have arisen under contracts entered into be-
tween April 6, 1917, and November 11, 1918, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 14390) to amend the in-
terstate commerce act, as amended by the transportation act,
1920, to require carriers to supply necessary warehouse facili-
ties and extend the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. LEHLBACH : A bill (H. R. 14391) to make Newark,
N. J., a port through which merchandise may be imported for
transportation without appraisement; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 14409) to amend section 11
of chapter 517 of the act entitled “An act to establish cireuit
courts of appeals and to define and regulate in certain cases the
Jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for other
purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, and to extend and endarge
the time for taking appeals and suing out writs of error in
certain cases; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14410) to allow credit for all
supplies issned and funds disbursed by officers of the Army,
under direction of the President, for relief of sufferers of the
flood at Corpus Christi, Tex., in September, 1919; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MASON: Resolution (H. Res. 585) asking that the
American Government make a friendly request of the British
Parliament; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

. By Mr. MEAD : Resolution (H. Ites. 586) urging an early de-
cision by the Labor Board on the adjustment of wages of rail-
road employees; to the Committee on Interstate and TForeign
Commerce.

By Mr. EAGAN: Resolution (H. Res. 587) urging an early
decision by the Railroad Labor Board on the adjustment of
wages of railroad employees; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce. +

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Joint resolution (H. J. RRes. 375) restrict-
ing the distribution among the several States of Federal appro-
priations for highways; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. HAMILL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 376) for the
appointment of a special committee to investigate conditions in
Ukrainian East Galicia, to the end that supplies of medicine,
food, and clothing may be sent to relieve the intense distress:
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows: '

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 14392) granting a pension to
George W, Grey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURDICK : A bill (H. R. 14393) granting a pension
to Sarah Elizabeth Cottrell; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R, 14394) granting a pension to
Josephine Olson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.14395) granting an increase of pension to Ida
M. and Junietta Dawson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 14396) granting a pension to
Hliza J. Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 14397) granting a pension
to Elizabeth Corbly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14398) granting an increase of pension to
Lizzie K, Thorpe; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 14399) for the relief of Mat-
thew H. Moore; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14400) for the
relief of Frank J. De Bolt; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 14401) granting a pension
to Eugene F. Rlose; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LUHRING: A bill (H. R. 14402) granting a pension
to John D. Gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLANE: A bill (H. R. 14403) for the relief of
Anthony Murphy; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 14404) granting a pension
to IRose Anne Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 14405)
granting a pension to Flora McMann; to the Committee on In-
wvalid Pensions,

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 14406) granting a pension to

Elizabeth Borden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14407) granting a pension to Rhoda
Meacham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 14408) granting an in-
f’reﬂ?e of pension to Bruce E. Townsend; to the Committee on

ensions. :

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

4078. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of sundry
citizens of New York, favoring increased postal salaries ; to the
Commiftee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

4079. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of Flour City Lodge, No. 959,
International Association of Machinists’ helpers, Minneapolis,
Minn., favoring amnesty for political prisoners; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

4080. Also, petition of International Association of Machinists,
Local No. 647, Two Harbors, Minn., favoring a repeal of the
war-time sedition law and amnesty for political prisoners; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

4081. By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Merchants
Association of New York, favoring inereased compensation for
%ost:ill employees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

4082. By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: Resolutions of the In-
gham County (Mich.) Rural Carriers’ Association, relative to
increased compensation for rural carriers; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads. -

4083. By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: Petition of Pennsyl-
vania Federation of Labor, urging release of political prisoners;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4084, By Mr. McGLENNON : Petition of Hat Finishers’ Un ion,
Local No. 14, of Newark, N. J., favoring increase in postal sal-
aries; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

4085. Also, petition of Rotary Club, of Bayonne, N. J., favor-
ing increased salaries for postal employees ; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads. :

4086, By Mr. BAKER : Petitién of George J. Hecht, editor of
Better Times, New York City, urging adequate appropriations for
Bureau of Naturalization; to the Committee on Appropriations.

4087. Also, petition of Llewelyn Iron Works, of Los Angeles,
Calif., protesting against bonus for ex-service men; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

4088. Also, petition of Federal Employees’ Union, of Mare
Island Navy Yard, Calif.,, urging appropriation to keep correct
records of Reclassifieation Commission; to the Committee on
Reform in the Civil Service.

4089. Also, petition of Tobaceo Merchants' Association of the
United States protesting against proposed tax on tobacco: to
the Committee on Ways and Means,

4090. Also, petition of John F. Armstrong, Chico Chamber of
Commerce, W. C. Busse, California Branch, National League of
Postmasters, and Harry A. Chapman, all of California, urging
an increase in postal salaries; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

4091. By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of Eugene R. Kelley, M. D.,
opposing the passage of House bill 13726; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

4092. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts favor-
ing increased salaries for postal employees; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

4003. By Mr. TREADWAY : Petition of American citizens of
Ukrainian descent of Pittsfield, Mass., asking for a commission
to investigate and relieve sufferings in East Galicia and
Ukraine; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

SENATE.

: Frivax, June 4, 1920.
(Legislative day of Wednesday, June 2, 1920.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration
of the recess.

GOVERNMENT OF ITALY.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a communi-
cation from the Italian Ambassador at Washington, which will
be inserted in the RECORD.

The communication is as follows:

RoYAL ITALIAN EMBASSY,
Washington, May 31, 1920.

My Dear Mg. Vice PresmenT: I have been directed by Mr.

Scialoja to express to you as President of the United States
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Senate and beg you to convey to the Members of the Senate His
Majesty's Government's sentiments of deep appreciation for
the resolution commemorating the anniversary of Italy's en- |
trance into the war, introduced by Senator Kixg, and agreed

~to by the Senate on the 24th instant.

Nothing could have been more welcome to the Italian people
than this message of sympathy from the Senate of the Great
American Nation, towards which every Italian has feelings of
admiration and friendship.

Whilst taking pleasure in earrying out the instructions I
have received, I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to
you, my dear Mr. Vice President, the assurances of my highest
consideration.

Yours, very sincerely, ROMANO AVEZZANA.

His Excellency the Hon. THoMmAs It MarsHALL,
President of the United States Senate,
Washington, D. €. |

EMPLOYEES OF AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture, trans-
mitting in response to resolution of March 8, 1920, certain data
relative to the number of employees of the Department of
Agriculture and their classification as to employment, residence,
and pay. The communication will be inserted in the IRREcorp
and referred to the Commitiee on Agriculture and Forestry.

The communication is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
Washington, June 3, 1920,

Str: In compliance with Senate resolution 327, dated March 8, 1920,
F have the honor to transmit herewith statements showing the number
of persons employed in the Department of Agriculture, together with
a division of such employees into classes with the number employed
in ench class, which classification shows separately the number of
persons employed as scientists and experts, the number of persons
employed in the District of Columbia and in each of the several States,
Territories, and possessions of the United States, the number of persons
employed in the Department of Agricolture separately for each year
for the 10 years last paxst, the total appropriations and deficiencies
separately for each of the 10 fisenl years last past. the amount and
percentage of such appropriations used for expenditures other than for
salaries, wages, traveling expenses, and office expenses, and the char-
acter of such expenditures.

Respect fully, K.

The I'RESIDENT OE TUE NENATE.

STATEMEXNT No. 1,
1. Number of employees, by classes, on Mar 1, 1920,

T, MErEDITH, Srcretary.

Executive and administrative . ____________ . 1, 400
Cleeleal o e L D s 3,103
Subclerieal 958
Belentiats and experts. S o o LS 12, 237
Mokal vl 1L oLl =T et e S L e A 118, T04

2. Number of employees (all closses), by States, on Mar, 1, 1929, |

AR e e e o 221 |
L R e T e i e e e e > 208
AR o e e e 236
O N e T R e 768

i [n addition there are a total of 1,800 river and rainfall, storm-
warning, cotton-region observers, and other emergency assistants in
the Weather Dureau; forest guards, fire assistants, rodmen, chainmen,
cooks, patrolmen, ete., in the Forest Service; and scouts, foremen, and
laborers employed in connection with the eradication of the brown-tail
amd gypsy moth in the New England States. These persons are not
inclwded in the total of 18,704 employees, becanse their employment is
of an cmergency or intermittent character.

BratEMENT No. 3.—Showing total appropriations and deficiencies separately for ench of the 10 fi

tures other than salaries, wages, tra

July

expenzes, and o

~—
Colorado. N s s o o L PN e [ I e Sk e A 472
Connecticut =0 A =S 64
Delaware e S N A 20
District of Columbia 4, 465
Florida 294
Georgla 320
T gy 313
Illinois
Indiana____ 292
Towa_.__ 409
Kansas__ 430
Kentucky 141
Lonislana a31
Maine. 54
Maryland._ e M S Wi S P WS Wi, RO g 300
M husetts i i R et S e gig
378
Mia.bissirp]__.,_. y 251
Missour A e e e e e o oy S i e
Montana 469
Nebraska_ 358
T onhhg (o] T e e S e o BO
New lHampshire___ it
New Jersey_ ___ 171
New Mexico- 298
New York _ G458
North Carolina_ 268
N u:th G i e e e %ﬁ:
| R !
Oklahoma 255
Oregon____ 423
Pennsylvania__ 301
Rhode Island 47
South Carolina_ 174
B O e e e s L 151
R e D e 202
Y e e e i 643
10 e TR T PN e i =02 T M I Sl T 327
O = o o e e S e e e e e Rl 5
I s e e e e i e s L Y 37
o TEO AT e AR RN T e e oo LA A S S R St 333
N e T oo S e S 136
WA ) TS el e S e e = SN I =~ SO LI 411
L e e ) 148
Hawaii___ el ] e Rl L WO T el R, 28
T T T S e T e e e e A T R LD o e T
3 Gy (e R SO e R e e S S T e 25
B e e ! 29
Guame oo 5
Virgin Islands 4
Canal Zone 1
A e e e e 14
Total employees In department_ .. o _________ 118, 704

STATEMENT No. 2.—The number of persons employed separately for each
year for 10 years last past,

July 1, July 1. 1915 - 18,223
July 1, July 1, 1916 - 17,187
July 1, July 1, 1917______ - 18,751
July 1. July 1, 1918 - 22 | 2k 23D

s i 0 x ¥ T July R A 203,067

1In addition there are a total of 1,800 river and rainfall, storm-
warning, cotton-region observers, and other emergency assistants in
the Weather Burean; forest guards, fire assistants, rodmen, chainmen,
cooks, patrolmen, ete., in the Forest Service; and scouts, foremen, and
laborers employed in connection with the eradication of the brown-tail
and gypsy moth in the New England States. These persons are not
included in the total of 18,704 employees, because their employment is
of an emergency or intermittent character,

? Includes temporary employees such as river and rainfall, storm-
warning, cotton-region observers, and other emergency assistants in the
Weather Dureau : forest guards, fire assistants, rodmen, chainmen, cooks,
patrolmen, ete., in the Forest Service; and scouts, foremen, and laborers
employed in connection with the eradication of the brown-tall and gypsy
moth in the New England States, numbering about 1,800,

Tolal appro-

clusive of de-
ficiency ap-
propriations.

priations, ex-

! years last the amount and percentaje of sueh appropriations wused for
expenses, and. the character of such expenditures. o 4
i urnish- | APparatus, Engi-
| 13 nstru- neers',
Deficiency &m' fgﬁ‘g' i h‘:‘“' ments, Forage | electrici-
api pri- =gl and po ot hb?imtury purchased | ans’, and

ons. poslage. drayage. |electricity, e“e]n in bulk. fos’
fuel. oS’ sup-
equipment, plies.

el L2 - |

$80,000.0) , 692, 15 1936, 660. 82 Iﬂm,?ﬁ?‘ﬂl 3677,452.58 | $84,176.70 | 87, 736. 41
923,192.00 || 216, 670. 87 | 44,080.78 | 10032.28 | 906,410.83 | 150,603.97 | 5.477.95
............ 231,452, 13 | 70,1863 | 11,824.03 | 743, 472.30 | 164,918.78 | 4925 24
5,810.83 || 228,760.46 | 58,603, 81 | 13,411.64 | 532,516.00 | 211,010.23 | 24, 062,59
R ECliEs aitias BEs
; ! 990, A 11,173.50 | 26,787.67
et S S G G U e
775,000.00 || 491, 082.8% |209]193.56 | 13,789.52 | 759,480.32 | 302/920.89 | 15349 02
svesenessasaf| 590,881 61 1213,997.58 | 17,071.43 | Ri3,185.40 | 335,179.46 | 12,908.31

! Inclades emergency war appropriation of $15,3465,400 for increaing food production.
* Inc¢ludes emergency war appropriation of $11,031,863 for increasing food production; discontinued July 1, 1919,




8462

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 4,

ETATEMENT NoO. 3.—Showing total appropriations and deficiencies separately for cach month of the 10 ﬂm:dpma last past, the amount and percentage of such appropriations used
a timued.

Jor expenditure? ofher than salaries, wages, traveling expenses, and office expenases,

the character of such expenditures—Con

-~
Purchase of [Advertis- Printing, |Btructures g
mlm!alslo‘:] iny ﬁnd Yanils lf?f'“i“ﬁ' -slmd other |Miscallaneous| 3

Tmen publica- ograph-| improve- | supplies T 7 =l
and control | tionof |Purchased. T S g ments ol sery cr;u, ete. g g
purposes. binding lands E
$38,356.00 | $306.15 | $20,300.00 | $61,453.84 | $35,501.53 | $552,256.47 | §1 760.75 | 10.41
30,072.50 | 20814 |............ 72,996.04 | 89, 775.57 | 50124872 i&m:& 11.71
36,005.67 | 254.51 | 17,775.00 | 54,572.50 | 99,618.42 125.60 |  2,005,062.99 | 9.97
30,322.49 |  270.01 | 11,873.70 | 100,746.17 | 76,028.78 | 340,163.73 | 1,667,669.91 | 8. 47
76,078.23 | 848.53 | 17,380.00 | 112,325.56 | 111,872.77 | 357,807.32 | 1,805,481.67 | 8.30
2,600,439.27 | 1,082.40 | 31,500.00 | 103,664.28 | 114,390.96 |  639,007.18 | 4,813,630.08 | 20.74
320,546.06 | 415.00 | 13,000.00 | 121,256, 69 ,047.87 | 898,227.13 | 2,078,161.06 | 6.94
61,566.02 | 1,376.11 | 1,700.15 | 155,652.24 | 114,149.15 | 522,700.48 | 2/206,381.87 | 7.35
42,389.83 | 710.63 | 46,010.00 | 678,271.56 | 169,202.73 | 500,110.90 | 3.319.460.75 | 7.0¢
123,777.66 | 620.46 |....c....... 453, 614. 06 ,140.86 |  B814,580.55 | 3,407,075.41 | 7.6

STATEMENT No. 4.
[Memorandum.]
DEFINITION OF CLASSES.

Executive and administrative: Employees whose duties are mainl
of a supervisory, executive, or administrative character, such as chiefs
of divisions, chief clerks, executive assistants, officials in charge of
large field stations, administrative nssistants, and the like.

Clerical : Employees whose duties are malnly of a clerical character,
such as clerks of classes 1, 2, 3, and 4, stenographers, typewriters,
statistical clerks, bookkeepers, au&.ltors, and the like.

SBubelerical : Employees of the varlous grades below that of clerk,
such as mechanies, messengers, messenger boys, laborers, charwomen,
janitors, watchmen, and the like, 3

Bcientists and experts: Employees engaged in scientific, research,
professional, cal, and expert work of the department, such as
.meteorologists, forecasters, veterinary inspectors, animal husbandmen,
‘botanists, plant pathologists, silviculturists, wood technologists, chem-
“ist microanalysists, soil pbysicists, soil chemists, entomologists,
apiculturists, biologists, experts in game conservation, statisticians,
crop specialists, extension specialists, agriculturists, highway engi-
neers, supervisors of road construction, grain supervisors, cotton
specialists, insecticide and fungicide inspectors, plant quarantine in-
spectors, and the like,

EXPENDITCRES,

It should be noted that in addition to the amounts turned back into
the Treasury from the regular appropriations during the decade cov-
ered by this report, there were unexpended balaneces, also turned back
into the Teasury, of about $10,400,000 in the emergency war appro-
pﬂntiglm for increasing food production during the fiscal years 1918
and 1 A

SPECIAL DELIVERY FEES,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury transmitting a letter
from the Postmaster General, submitting deficiency estimates of
appropriations in the sum of $166.56 required for the payment of
special delivery fees for the fiscal years 1918 and 1919, which,
with accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF AGRICULTURE.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter
from the Secretary of State, submitting a supplemental estimate
of appropriation in the sum of $20,000 required by the Depart-
ment of State to defray the expenses of American delegates to
the General Assembly of the International Institute of Agricul-
ture at Rome, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. D. K.
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House dis-
agrees to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. L.
14338) to reclassify postmasters and employees of the Postal
Service and readjust their salaries and compensation on an
equitable basis, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap-
pointed Mr. STeeNERsoN, Mr. MappExr, and Mr. Moox managers
at the conference on the part of the House.

The message also announced that the House disagrees to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14335) making ap-
propriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal
yvear ending June 30, 1920, and prior fiscal years, and for other
purposes ; asks a conference with the Senate on the disa
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Goop,
Mr. Caxxox, and Mr. Byr~NEs of South Carolina managers at
the conference on the part of the House.

The message further announced that the House had passed
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H. R. 10011. An act authorizing and directing the Director of
the Census to collect and publish monthly statistics concerning

hides, skins, and leather;

H. R.13978. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Ohio River at or near McKees Rocks Bor-
ough, in the county of Allegheny, in the Commenwealth of Penn-
gylvania; and

H. IR, 14208, An act to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An
act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and
for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as amended.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were therenpon
signed by the Vice President :

H. R. 13587. An act making appropriations for the support
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for
other purposes;

H. R. 14101. An.act providing for the extension of time for
the reclamation of certain lands in the State of Oregon under
the Carey Act; and

H. R&. 14384, An act to amend the penal laws of the United
States,

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

H. R. 10011. An act authorizing and directing the Director of
the Census to collect and publish monthly statistics concerning
hides, skins, and leather was read twice by its title and referred
to the Committee on the Census,

H., Il. 13978, An act to extend the time for the construction
of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near McKees Rocks
Borough, in the county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, was read twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on Commerce.

H. . 14208. An act to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An
act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and
for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as amended, was
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS,

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of the presilent, faculty,
and students of Harvard University, Cambridge; of the faculty
of Simmons College, Boston; and of the Empire Day Festival
Association of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, remon-
strafing against the recognition of the Republic of Ireland, which
were referred to the Commitiee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a memorial of the National Association of
Cotton Manufacturers of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against
the enactment of legislation to amend the patent laws, which was
referred to the Committee on Patents.

He also presented resolutions adopted by the General Con-
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, favoring the ex-
pulsion of the Turks from Europe and also for the protection of
the Armenians, which were referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu-
setts, praying for the recognition of Ireland, which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annual conven-
tion of the Diocese of the Protestant Episcopal Church of New
York, favoring nonaction by Congress in regard to Irelnnd
tending to impair the good relations which exist between the
United States and Great Britain, which were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations. .

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cha-
nute, Kans., and a petition of the Thrasher and Tractor Club of
Wichita, Kans., praying for an increase in the salaries of postal
employees, which were ordered to lie an the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the pro-
tection of maternity and infancy, which was ordered to lie on
the table.

‘
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AMr. KNOX presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Phila-
delphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit
interference with commerce, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of Frank F. Sullivan Post No.
198, American Legion, of Delaware County, Pa., praying for the
granting of a bonus for ex-service men, which was referred to
the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonsirating against the granting of a
cash bonus to able-bodied soldiers and sailors and favoring
ample provision for all wounded and disabled ex-service men;
which was referred to the Committee on Finanee.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have received a large num-
ber of telegrams and communications from citizens of my State
relative to the coal situation in New England, which I ask may
be printed in the Recorp, Later in the day I shall endeavor to
get an opportunity to call up the resolution offered by me on
this subject.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

MELROSE, Mass., June 4, 1920.
Hon., Davip I, WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:
Coal situation very serious. Heartily approve of your effort
for embargo as only protection for New England industries.
CHaAs. H. Apams, Mayor.
MALDEN, Mass., June }, 1920,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
Washington, D. C.:

May I urge that you take some action to stop exporting of
coal? Condition here in New England becoming serious on this
account.

Jorx V., Kiasarr, Mayor.

BosToxN, Mass., June 3, 1920.
Hon. Davip I. WaALsnH,
United States Senate, Washington:

We are facing a very serious situation at our mill for want
of coal to operate our plant. New England needs the coal that
is being exported. Prices are prohibitive on the small supply
left. Do something to help us.

Stanparp HorsesHoE Co.

LEE, Mass., June 3, 1920.

Hon. DAvip I. WALsH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear SExaTorR: We hope you are making progress with your
bill to restrict the exportation of coal.

We operate limekilns at Lee, Mass,, and Canaan, Conn., and
are not able to buy coal from West Virginia, which quality of
gas coal we need to burn our lime satisfactorily. During the
Government control of coal prices we paid $2.60 per ton at the
mines. Now we can not buy gas coal at $8.50 at the mines,

If the prosperity of this country is to be maintained, it will
be necessary to adjust matters so that manufacturers can have
suflicient fuel to operate their plants.

Very truly, yours, TaE LEe Live Co.,
By M. H. DeeLY,

SovrH GARDNER, Mass., June 1, 1920,

United States Senator Davip 1. WarsH,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Siz: We are deeply interested in the stand that you
have taken in trying to care for the requirements of New Eng-
land, which is suffering a great deal at the present time for
want of coal

We use in connection with the waste from our woodworking
plants 16 to 20 carloads of coal yearly. Most of the coal we
use during the winter. This last fall we had five carloads in
stock and have not been able to procure but a part of a car
since that time. We have had a number of shipments made,
but they were all taken over by the railroad companies in
transit,

On account of not having coal enough, we have not been able
to run our dry kilns to dry up stock enough to take care of
anywhere near our normal business, which is the manufacturing
of baby carriages, doll carriages, and children's chairs. We
barely had coal enough to keep our heating apparatus going.
We have only one-third of our normal help, on account of not
having the dry stock.

We have orders in with four different coal jobbers, and we
had a notice from one of them last week stating that he had
been offered $8 per ton for coal at the mines.

The stand you have taken in the interest of New England
we wish to thank you for and hope that you will succeed in
making some arrangement to allow the manufacturers to pro-
cure their former share of this produet.

Again wishing you sueccess in your undertaking, we remain,

Very truly, yours,
L. B. RayspELL Co.,
By TnaoMxas E. Copy,
President.
Bosrtox, Mass., May 28, 1920.
Hon., Davmp 1. WarsH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sme: I wish to call your 'attention to the unfortunate
situation in New England as regards coal supply and urge upon
you the desirability of doing everything in your power to bring
about an embargo on export coal.

‘When the Hon. James J. Storrow retired as fuel administrator
for New England he stated that unless an export embargo was
placed on coal New England would have to bid against the
world for its fuel supply, and this is just what has happened,
and we are being quoted prices of from $8 to $9 per ton f. o. b.
mines on gas or steam coal.

Not only are we being asked these excessl\e prices but we
are unable to get delivery, due to inadequate transportation
facilities.

The coal-producing regions are filled with foreign buyers, who
are bidding against the market for coal for foreign shipments,
and the coal-carrying steamers which usually carry coal from
tidewater to the New England coast are engaged in carrying
coal to foreign ports.

It is impossible at this time to secure sufficient coal to keep
New England’s industries operating without interruptions, and
if these conditions are allowed to continue it is bound to re-
sult in much suffering and unemployment in this section during
the coming fall and winter.

I am purchasing agent for 21 gas and electric lighting com-
panies in Massachusetts, and we are having extreme difficulty
in keeping these plants in operation.

Our coal supply at several of the plants is dangerously low,
and we are unable to feel assured of their continuous operation.

We have been dangerously near a shutdown several times
during the past month and unless immediate relief is secured
we can see no prospects of any improvement in the situation,
as we are unable to obtain any stocks for next winter, without
which we are faced with inevitable shutdown at that time. Tt
is for this reason that I am asking for your help and assistance.

It is difficult to understanc why exportation of thousands of
tons of coal should be allowed while public utilities and indus-
trial plants in our own country should be obliged to curtail or
shut down because of their inability to secure the necessary
fuel to operate their plants.

I trust that you will recognize the urgent necessity of doing
everything in your power to relieve this situation.

Yours, very truly,
H. L. Ocpexw, Purchasing Agent.

New EXNGLAND PURCHASING AGENTS ASSOCIATION,
June 1, 1920.
Hon. Davip I. WALsH,
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: This association heartily approves of your recent
action in urging the United States Senate to declare an embargo
on exports of bituminous coal.

New England is particularly interested in this matter, and
immediate action is necessary to forestall an impending indus-
trial paralysis in this section, due to our inability to get proper
supplies of coal.

The coal-producing regions are filled with foreign buyers who
are bidding against the market for coal for shipments abroad,
and the coal-carrying stenmers which usually carry coal from
tidewater to the New England coast are engaged in carrying
coal to foreign ports.

It is impossible at this time to secure sufficient coal to keep
New England’s industries operating without interruptions, and
if these conditions are allowed to continue it is bound to re-
sult in much suffering and unemployment in this section during
the coming fall and winter.

It is difficult to understand why exportation of thousands of
tons of coal should be allowed while public utilities and indus-
trial plants in our own country should be obliged to curtail or
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shut down because of their inability to secure the necessary
fuel to operate their plants,
Yours, very truly, J. ArRTHUR GInsoN, President.

IntERNATIONAL PaPER Co.,
New York, June 38, 1920.
Subject : Coal situation.

Hon. Davip 1. WaLsH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I note in the public press reference to your
anxiety regarding the coal situation. It is fully justified. The
difficulty seems to lie mainly or wholly in the lack of trans-
portation facilities.

This company is a large consumer of coal in manufacturing
newsprint and other papers, burning about one-half million
tons per year. We have already had interruption of our mills
notwithstanding contracts for all the coal required. We are
now being compelled to buy coal in the open market from re-
tailers, paying as much as $4 per ton above our contract price,
Our position .is a desperate one as we furnish paper to mwore
than 400 daily newspapers—Ilarge and small.

I venture to suggest that through some agency there should

be a very active investigation as to the idle cars and the reason |

for their remaining idle. It came to my ears a day or two
ago, through a channel which I pledged not to disclose, that
5,200 cars, many of them coal cars, were lying idle at Colliag-
wood, Ohio, within a few days. I was told there were thou-
sands of idle cars which had not been moved for weeks,

I assume that the railroad companies in their own interests
are active, but the situation seems to suggest that very com-
petent and very active men of experience in such matters should
inquire to find these cars and do something toward setting them
in motion.

Yours, very truly,

REPOETS OF COMMITTEES.

P. T. Donge.

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which were |

referred the following bills, reported them each without amend-
ment :

H. R, T567. An act for the relief of G. T. and W. B. Hastings,
partners trading as Hastings Bros.; and

H. B. 9794 An ‘act for the xclief of Wendell Phillips Lodge, | fund for the benefit of employees injured and the dependents of

| employees killed in hazardous employments, providing for the

No. 365, Knights of Pythias.

Mr. SMOOT, from the Commiftee on Public Lands, to which
was referred the bill (8. 4372) to encourage the establishment
of farms and suburban homes by veterans of the World War,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 659)
thereon.

Mr, CAPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 203) author-
izing the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to turn over to the
county commissioners of Dickinson County, Kans., suitable pon-
toon equipment for temporary use across the Smoky Hill River
at Chapman, Kans,, reported it with an amendment.

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 676) for the relief of Reuben R. Hun-
ter, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
657) thereon,

Mr. NEW, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill (8. 4005) to carry out the findings of the Court
of Claims in the case of the Fore River Shipbuilding Co., re-
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 658)
thereon.

BRIDGE BILLS.

Mr. CALDER. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 13976) to
extend the time for the construction of a bridge across the Alle-
gheny River, at or near Sixteenth Street, in the city of Pitts-
burgh, county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, and I ask unanimous consent for its present considera-
tion.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the times for commencin
%h?) construction of a bridge authorized by act of
ebruar,

Is there objection to the present

and completin,
ONEress appro
27, 1919, to be built across the Alle&leny River, at or near

Sixteenth Street, in the city of Pittsburgh, in the county of Allegheny,
and Commonwealth of Pennsylvanla, are extended two and four
years, respectively, from the date of appro Teo

Tll}:etdthe right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
resel .

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CALDER. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R, 13977) to
extend the time for the construction of a bridge across the
Allegheny River at or near Millvale Borough, in the county of
Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and I ask
unanimous consent for its present consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows:

Be it enaciled, cte.,, That the times for commencing and completin
the construction of a bridge, authorized by act of Congress approv
February 27, 1919, to be built across the Allegheny River, at or near
the borough of Millvale, in the county of Allegheny, in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, are hereby extended two and four years, re-
spectively, from the date of approval hereof,

That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved. .

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CALDER. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 18978) to
extend the time for the construction of a bridge across the Ohio
River at or near McKees Iocks Borough, in the county of
Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and I ask
unanimous consent for its present consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for commencing and completing the
construction of a bridge, authorized by act of Congress approved Feb-
ruary 27, 1919, to be built across the Ohio River at or near McKees
Rocks Borough, in the r:oun:{ of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, are hereby extended two and four years, respectively,
from the date of approval hereof.

That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: .

By Mr. JONES of Washington :

A bill (8. 4502) creating the District of Columbia insurance

administration of such fund by the United States Employees’
Compensation Commission, and making an appropriation there-
for; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. NUGENT:

A bill (8. 4503) to amend section 12 of the Federal farm loan
act; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. NEW (for Mr. FRELINGHUYSER) :

A bill (8. 4504) to authorize an issue of bonds to refund the
national war debt; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. HARDING :

A bill (8. 4505) for the relief of the heirs of James.Taylor,
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—OTTO N. BURGE.

On motion of Mr. NEw, it was ¥

Ordered, That the papers accompanying the bill (8. 4413), Sixty-
gixth Congress, second session, granting an increase of pension to Otto
N. Burge be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse report
having been made thereon.

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES.

Myr. ENOX. I desire to give notice of a proposed amendment
to the Rules of the Senate, which I send to the desk and ask to
have read. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read.

The reading clerk read as follows:

I desire to give notice that It is my Intention to move an amend-
ment to the standing rules of the Senate, to wit, Rule XXV, to the
extent and in the manner indicated by the notice:

There shall be appointed at once and hercafter at the commencement
of each Congress a committee on revision of the laws, to consist of
three Senators, which shall have power to aet jolntly with the same
committee of the House of Representatives

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from Pennsylvania
when he desires to call up the proposed amendment of the rules?

Mr. KENOX, To-morrow., Under the rule it has to lie ovez
for a day.

NAVAL BASE ON SAN FRANCISCO BAY,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Acting under and by virtue of a
paragraph in the naval appropriation act, creating a joint com-
mittee to be composed of five Members of the Senate to be ap-
pointed by the President of the Senate and five Members of the
House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of the
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House, to investigate the advisability of establishing, develop-
ing, and maintaining a naval base on San Francisco Bay or the
waters tributary thereto, the Presiding Officer of this body was
authorized to appoint five members from the Committee on
Naval Affairs. In conformity with the authority thus invested
in me, I appoint as members of the joint committee on the part
of the Senate the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr], the Sena-
ior from Illinois [Mr, McCoryick], the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Keves], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrr-
xan], and the Senator from Montana [Mr. WarsHa].

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT.

I offer the resolution which I send to the desk,
It will take but a

Mr., LODGE.
and I ask for its immediate consideration.
moment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the
Senator from Massachusetts will be read.

The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent,
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed by the Viece
President, to join a similar committee appointed by the House of
Representatives, to notify the President of the United Btates that the
two Houses, having completed the business of the present session, are
ready to adfnum. unless the President has some other communication to
make to them.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Lopge and Mr.
Uxperwoop the committee on the part of the Senate.

DFFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14335) making appropriations to
supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1920, and prior fizscal years, ard for other purposes,
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its
amendments, accept the invitation of the House for a confer-
ence, and that the conferees on the part of the Senate be ap-
pointed by the Chair. )

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr. Wagrrex, Mr. Curris, and Mr. Uxperwoop conferees on
the part he Senate,

- THE MERCHARNT MARINE—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The conference report on House
bill 10378, the merchant marine bill, is the unfinished business,
and I ask that it may be proceeded with.

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of the committee
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10378) to provide
for the promotion and maintenance of the American merchant
marine, to repeal certain emergency legislation, and provide for
the disposition, regulation, and use of property acquired there-
under, and for other purposes.

Mr. NUGENT, Mr. President, I desire to record my protest
against the acceptance of the conference report on the so-called
shipping bill. I opposed the bill when it was considered by the
Senate, and my opposition to it is as intense now as it was then,

1 do not entertain the most remote doubt that if the bill be-
comes a law the fleet constructed by the Government at a cost of
more than $3,000,000,000 will be disposed of at a loss of more
than a thousand millions of the people's money to private ship-
ping corporations that will parcel out among themselves the
trade routes and the markets of the world.

Before entering upon a discussion of the bill I desire to call
attention to certain facts in connection with shipping matters
generally that may be of interest to Senators.

I quote from a pamphlet entitled “ How to Make Seafaring a
Permanently Attractive Calling,” written by Mr. August Bel-
mont, chairman of the board of trustees, the National Marine
League:

The growth of the American merchant marine in ships and men
during the last three years has been phenomenal. For a period from
1850 and into the sixties the gross tonnage of the American merchant
marine vied with that of Great Britain; but the discrepancy in tonnage
in favor of Great Britain, and finally Germany, mcmsody during the
next few decades, until in the years preceding the World War the United
States was third, and, compared with Great Britain, a r third, Two-
thirds of the present seagoing tonnage mow under the American flag
has been bullt gince 1914, while two-thirds of the tonnage now under
foreign flags was built prior to 1914, For the year ending June 30,
1915, the output of American shipyards amounted to only 225,122 gross
tons, the smallest production in 17 years; and of this production only
23 were vessels of over 1,000 gross tons, aggregating 127,844 gross tons
out of the total production; and on this date the American merchant

marine Included a total only of 601 ships of 1,000 gross tons or over.

For the year ending June 30, 1919, Lloyd’'s Register reports shlrbailding
in progress in the United States as being 994 vessels of 3,804,143 gross
tons, against shipbuilding in the British Empire, including all of its

dominions, of 991 ships of 2,860,493 gross tons, and the United States

had risen to the second maritime power in the world. Lloyd's Register
also shows that the gross tonnage of steam vessels of 100 tons or over
of the United Kingdom and British dominions had decreased from
20,524,000 tons in June, 1914, to 18,208,000 tons in June, 1019 ; where-
as the gross tonnage of the United States had increased from 2,027,000
in June, 1914, to 9,773,000 in June, 1919, with a total of 2,058 vessels
of over 1,000 gross tons, of which 1,720 were ocean-goi

ing steamers,
totaling 6,766,422 gross tons. Up te June 30, 1019, the United States

Shipping Board had delivered completed 1,056 ships of 5,858,164 dead-
weigBt tons ; ‘and after allowing for the suspension and cancellation of
contracts for T84 ships, representing 3,823,125 tons, its program of
net production called for a balance still to be delivered, fn TOgress
and to be contracted for, of 1,312 ghips of 7,758,672 dead-weight tons,
or an approximate gross tonnage of somewhat In excess of 5,000,000
tons. us, without including private enterprise, the operations of
the United States Shipping Board (which organization on Jumne 30,
1919, employed 280,594 ship men in shipbuilding yards) would bring
the American merchant tonnage, including steel and wooden steamers,
in the mear future to a fizure in excess of 15,000,000 gross tons.

You will observe that, according to Mr. Belmont, the total
number of ships constructed, in course of construction, and to be
contracted for by the Shipping Board is 2,327, but Judge John
Barton Payne, as chairman of the board, testified at the hearing
recently Leld by the Senate Committee on Commerce that the
total numbet of ships so constructed will be 2,311, with a total
dead-weight tonnage of 13,502,711. The number of ships as
given by Judge Payne is 56 less than that given by Mr. Belmont.
* According to a table appearing on page 13 of a pamphlet
entitled * For an American Merchant” Marine,” issued by com-
mittee of American shipbuilders, 30 Church Street, New York,
the total steam tonnage of 100 tons and upward, owned by
the United Kingdom and British dominjons, in June, 1914, was
20,524,000; by Germany, 5,135,000; and by the United States,
4,287,000, including both seagoing and Great Lakes.

When we entered the war the German submarine campaign
was playing bavoc with the world’s shipping, and it was per-
fectly apparent that if the Allies were to win the war it was
vitally necessary to put forth every effort not only to curb the
submarine menace, but in the construction of ships, otherwise
our associates in Europe would be obliged to make peace on
Germany’s terms because of their utter inability to provide
themselyes with food and other supplies in guantities sufficient
to enable them to continue the prosecution of the war.

Our Government was fully alive to the seriousness of the
situation, and embarked upon the most stupendous shipbuilding
program ever undertaken by any nation, and it has not as yet
been entirely carried out.

. Without commenting upon the splendid part played by our
 ships in bringing the war to a successful conclusion, and with-
out going into details relative to our ship-construction work,
I will say that the Government expended about $170,000,000
in building shipyards, and I repeat that the ships now built,
in course of construction, and contracted for represent an ex-
penditure of more than $3,000,000,000 of the money of the tax-
payers of the United States, and the® vessels number 2,311 of
all types and tonnage.

It is that magnificent fleet that, under the provisions of the
shipping bill, will be disposed of to private interests at a loss,
L:: ;mr opinion, of more than one-third of the amount invested

:

Judge Payne showed at the hearing before the Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce that the fleet under the control of the
Shipping Board had been operated by the Government from
the beginning to the close of the last fiscal year, June 30, 1919,
at a profit of $166,493,161.65, after the payment of insurance
in the sum of $31,149,007.29 and $29,490,463.77 for repairs.

The fleet is now being operated at a profit to the Government
of tens of millions annually.

Mr. President, I appreciate the fact that it is not only desir-
able but necessary that we have a great merchant fleet in
order that the products of our mines, fields, and factories may
be transported to every quarter of the globe in American bot-
toms, and in order that, should the emergency arise, the ships
may be used as auxiliaries to our Navy.

When the building program of the Shipping Board is com-
pleted we will have such a fleet constructed by the Government,
with Government funds, not in the interest of the shipowners,
or of any other class of our citizens, but in the interests of the
whole people.

As I stated a few moments ago, the fleet is paying a splendid
profit to the Government, and I am unalterably opposed to
selling it to private corporations at a tremendous loss, as will
certainly be done if the pending bill is enacted into law.

Practically the only reason advanced for the passage of the
bill is that the Government should not be engaged in business;
but, in order to take the Government out of business, we should
not make a gift to the Shipping Trust of more than a billion
dollars of the people’s money. It will not be doneswith my
consent,
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It éan rot truthfully be said that the Government is in com-
petition with private shipowners as the latter at no time in
50 years have had, have now, or, in all probability, will ever
have a sufficient number of ships to transport our commerce,
and it is a certainty that the Government will never cut rates.

A country-wide propaganda is being prosecuted by those inter-
ested in this measure to influence public opinion in its favor.
Even in the intermountain country big advertisements in favor
of the shipping bill appear in the newspapers. They are signed,
“Committee of American Shipbuilders.”

By such advertising, that committee is following the same
tactics used by the railway executives when the railroad bill
was pending and when they were desirous of inducing the
people to believe that it was “a thing of beauty and a joy
forever,” notwithstanding it imposed upon them the payment
of a 6 per cent return on the aggregate value of all railroad
property in the country.

The same publicity eampaign was conducted by the packers,
who sought, by paid ads, to create the impression that there
is no very considerable profit in their business, becanse the net
return on each dollar of meat sold is but 2 cents. They neg-
lected to say anything about their by-products, and go forth.
The report issued i few days ago by the Federal Trade Commis-
sion shows that the pypfits of the packers have trebled and
quadrupled during the past three or four years.

Speaking generally, the newspapers have not published any-
thing relative to the facts connected with the pending legisla-
tion, and the people are uninformed as to the provisions of the
bill.

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Senate by
analyzing the entire bill, but shall content myself with directing
attention to those sections which appear to me {o be particularly
obnoxious,

The first section declares the purpose of the bill to be, among
other things, to dispose of our great merchant fleet to private
citizens and the other sections provide for the full accomplish-
ment of that purpose,

Section 5 provides that the board is not only authorized but
directed to sell the ships as goon as practicable, consistent with
good business methods and the objects and purposes to be at-
tained by the act, to citizens who shall pay the purchase price
within 15 years. Also, that in fixing or accepting the sale price
the board shall take into consideration the then existing market
price, supply of vessels, cost of constructing the particular ship
or ships, and so forth, which will cut no more figure, in my
opinion, than will injunctions along the same general lines con-
tained in the railroad bill for the ascertainment of the value of
railroad property for rate-fixing purposes, which valuation, it
now appears, must be fixed at, approximately, the “ hook value "
of the various companies.

The only express limitation on the price at which the board
may sell vessels is contained in the first proviso to section 5,
which reads as follows:

Pravided, That no sale shall be made at a less price than the cost at
the time of making such sale of constructing vessels of similar types
ic private yards in the United States, after deducting the depreciation
charge against the vessels sold gencrally allowed in shipping operations.

In other words, the board can not sell vessels for a lower price
than similar vessels can be constructed for at the time of sale,
and from that construction price must be deducted the allow-
ance for depreciation,

As I stated during the former debate on this bill, it has been
charged in Congress and elsewhere, and it is quite generally
believed, that American shipbuilders robbed the Government by
charging exorbitant prices for building ships during the war
and, according to articles recently appearing in the newspapers,
the Department of Justice is now endeavoring to recover some of
the money of which the Treasury was looted by shipbuilding
corporations,

It appears from the pamphlet “ For an American Merchant
Marine ” that it costs nearly twice as much to build a ship in
this country as in Great Britain, the cost here being about $130
per ton, while the cost in a British yard is $70 per ton.

I venture to predict that if the shipping bill becomes a law
practically every vessel in the Government fleet will be sold
under the proviso to section 5, which I read a few moments ago,
in which event it will be found that vessels of the same types
can he consiructed in private American yards for at least one-
third less than the Government was obliged to pay to the pro-
prietors of those yards for building many of the vessels offered
for sale.

In my opinion, the people will be compelled to pocket a loss
of one-third, at the least calculation, of the total amount they
were requiredd to expend in the construction of the fleet, or
$1,000,000,000.

Even that enormous sum does not represent the total loss, as
the amount to be deducted for depreciation on each ship sold,
under the proviso mentioned, must be determined.

I do not know what charges are allowed in the shipping busi-
ness for depreciation, but the Senator from Washington [Mr.
Joxes] said, during the course of the debate on the bill, that
the Shipping Board is allowing as high as 10 per cent per
annum.

A few days since, the Shipping Board leased to the United
States Mail Steamship Co. for five years for $20,655,000, 13
former German passenger ships, and, according to press reports,
it was agreed that if at the expiration of the term the lessee
so desired it could purchase the ships at the prices and on the
terms and conditions to be fixed by the board, and that the
amount to be charged off for depreciation of the vessels should
be at the rate of T per cent per annum.

Suppose that the Government ships are sold under the proviso
mentioned, that they have been in commission for even one year
prior to the time of sale, and that the allowance for deprecia-
tion is at the rate of 74 per cent, the loss to the people would
be about $150,000,000, in addition to the billion dollars hereto-
fore stated, to say nothing of the tens of millions of profits now
being realized annually because of the operation of the fleet by
the Government. ;

When the pending measure was being considered by the Sen-
ate I offered the following amendment, which was agreed to,
to section 5:

Provided further, That deferred payments of purchase price of vessels
under this section shall bear interest at the rate of not less than 53
per cent per annum, payable semiannually.

It was stricken from the bill by the conferees, and the pur-
chasers of ships will pay such rate of interest on deferrsl pay-
ments as the board shall determine, If may be three or four
or five or some other per cent per annum.

Within the past two weeks the Government was obhliged to
agree to pay interest at the rate of 53 per cent in order to
dispose of $100,000,000 of certificates of indebtedness. As the
Government was compelled to pay that rate on money borrowed
to conduct the business of the Nation, it appears to me that
those who purchase ships under section 5, and who may have
15 years in which to pay the purchase price, should pay at
least the same rate of interest.

I have observed that many of the strongest supporters of the
shipping bill were among the most active and enthusiastie ad-
vocates of the railroad bill under which the people are required
to pay interest at the rate of at least 5} per cent per annum
on the value of all railroad property in the country. I am
utterly at a loss to understand what valid objection they can
advance to the payment of the same rate of interest hy those
who purchase Government ships.

Section T of the bill, in substance and effect, authorizes and
directs the Shipping Board to establish and operate at Govern-
ment expense stemmship lines in any quarter of the giobe it
may deem advisable and necessary, and that in the event n
profitable trade is built up, and private interests desire to take
it over, the people shall pocket the losses sustained in develop-
ing such trade, which may amount to millions, sell the ships
under section 5, and retire from that particular field.

Section 7 also provides for payment by the Government for
the earrying of the mails, which is, in effect, a subsidy,

Section 11 provides that the Shipping Board shall annually for
five years set aside $50,000,000 to be used in the construction
of and in aid of the construction of ships in private shipyards
in the United States, which undoubtedly is one of the reasons
for the great activity displayed by the shipbnilders in support
of this measure. They are, quite naturally, exceedingly de-
sirous of transferring $250,000,000 from the Public Treasury to
their own.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, would it trouble the
Senator if I should interrupt him for a moment in order to ask
for a little explanation?

Mr. NUGENT. Not at all.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does the Senator mean that it is
proposed that we shall abandon our own shipyards and pay to
have this work done in private shipyards?

Mr. NUGENT. DPrecisely.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Why can we not use our own ship-
yards, for which we have spent so much?

Mr. NUGENT. Echo answers, why?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is there not any explanation for that
proposal ?

AMr. NUGENT. The only explanation, I will say to the Sena-
tor, that I have heard is the desire to take the Government out
of business; in other words, that the Government should not be
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engaged either in the shipping business or in the shipbuilding
business. .

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But, Mr. President, we have already
gotten into it; and ought we not to use what we have and what
we have spent the public money for?

Mr. NUGENT. That is my contention, I will say to the
Senator, and I have made that contention at all times.

That section—11—further provides that vessels constructed
for the Government with Government funds and, when builf,
to be operated by the Government shall be constructed in pri-
vate yards., There is nof, in my judgment, even a semblance
of justification for that provision in view of the fact that the
Government has expended about $170,000,000 in building ship-
yards, and it will be conceded that they are as complete in
every respect as money can make them. The only excuse that
can be offered for the provision referred to is the desire to
divorce the Government from business. In fact, that is, as I
have said, the principal reason advanced in support of this leg-
islation, and yet the section under discussion places the Govern-
ment in the money-lending business, It provides that when
a citizen desires to build a ship he may borrow from the Gov-
ernment a sum not exceeding two-thirds of the cost of con-
structing the vessel. Many of the proponents of the bill voted
in favor of a loan of hundreds of millions of the people’s money
to the railroads for 15 years, *“ Consistency, thou art a jewel”

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
again?

Mr. NUGENT. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does the Senator mean that the
Government, with a large number of vessels on hand and already
built, is to use the people’s money to build now in private yards
additional ships to compete with those we have already built,
and possibly to interfere with the proper sale of those ships in
the future?

Mr. NUGENT. That is precisely what the section to which
I have referred provides.

Sections 22 and 23 provide, in effect, that the Government
shall establish steamship lines from the United States to Alaska
and in the Philippine Islands and operate them at Govern-
ment expense so long as such operation is carried on at a loss,
and that when such lines become profitable the Government shall
retire in favor of private interests and the people shall assume
all losses incurred.

The first paragraph of section 25 provides that the owner of a
vessel documented under the laws of the United States and
operated in foreign trade shall, each year, for the period of
10 years, be exempt from the payment of excess and war profits
taxes on the net earnings of the vessel, provided he annually in-
vests in or sets aside in a trust fund for investment in the con-
struction of ships in the United States a sum equal to the
amount of such excess and war profits taxes.

I know of no good reason why the men engaged in coastwise
shipping should be discriminated against, as it appears to me
that they are entitled to the same consideration at the hands of
Congress as are citizens engaged in foreign trade. Neither do
I know of any valid reason why shipowners should be exempted
from the payment of taxes which men engaged in all other lines
of business must pay.

The second paragraph of section 25 provides that during the
period of 10 years from the enactment of the act a citizen who
sells a vessel documented under the laws of the United States
shall be excused from the payment of all income taxes on the
proceeds of the sale, provided such proceeds are invested in the
construction of new ships in American shipyards, and so forth.

I am opposed to exempting a shipowner from the operation of
the tax laws that men engaged in other pursuits are obliged to
comply with, merely because he invests the money received
from the sale of one ship in the building of another ship.

The farmer who sells one farm and expends the proceeds of
the sale in the development of another farm, it may be from raw
sagebrush land ; the sheepman or cattleman who disposes of his
flock or herd and later purchases another, frequently at a price
per head in excess of what he sold for; the merchant who sells
Liis store in one town and establishes himself in the mercantile
business in a new town; and the miner who sells a mine and
expends the sum paid him in opening up another mine, in which
work he may lose his last dollar, are obliged to pay the taxes im-
posed by law. I am utterly opposed to granting to shipowners a
tax-exemption privilege not enjoyed by other American citizens.

There are other provisions of the measure to which I object,
but I shall not take the time to discuss them.

Last night the Senate voted to displace the minimum-wage
bill, which means its defeat. It provides for the payment to
ihe employees of the Government of a wage of at least $1,080
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per annum. To those who believe that such wage is too high
to be paid to men and women who work for their daily bread T
again say what I believe to be the fact, that the enactment of
the shipping bill means a gift to shipping interests of more than
a thousand millions of the taxpayers' money.

Believing as I do that the bill is inimieal to the best interests
of the;: people, I shall vote against the adoption of the conference
report.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask for the yeas and nays on
the adoption of the conference report.

Mr, TRAMMELL. Mr. President, before the vofe is taken I
desire to make a few remarks. I heartily share the sentimemt
of the committee favorable fto the maintenance of a great
American merchant marine. I believe prior to the war that
this was one of the crying needs of the Nation, and it was one
of the misfortunes of our country that the merchant marine
which we formerly had in the early days had from time to
time passed into the hands of foreigners, and that on account
of that fact there were very few vessels sailing under the
Stars and Stripes and operating under American control.

As one of the fortunes of war our Nation acquired a very
large fleet. This fleet, in my opinion, should be permanently
maintained and the Nation should have. such advantages as
will accrue to it as the result of the maintenance of an efficient
American merchant marine.

I believe, Mr. President, that in the anxiety of the committee
and, possibly, of a majority of the Memters of the Senate to
transfer the ownership of these vessels to private owners and to
discontinue Government operation we may possibly be a little
too zealous in our advocacy and support of this policy.

We should guard well our decision or we may probably make
a mistake which will result in the disintegration of the Ameri-
can merchant marine. The bill, as explained by the Senator
from Idaho, shows plainly that the tendency running throughout
the pending measure is to encourage the sale of the Government-
owned ships. During the war the ery was “ Ships, and more
ships,” and this was held out as one of the Nation’s greatest
needs if we were to achieve victory; but the intention of Con-
gress, as voiced in the measure under consideration, seems fo
be to sell the ships, to sell the ships.

What I am particularly interested in is the question of the
development of new trade routes, the matter of our country
owning and controlling its own merchant marine. One of the
safest and most secure ways in which to foster and preserve
this policy to our Government and to retain this industry for
the American people is unquestionably not to magnify the idea
of disposing of the ships and placing them in the hands of indi-
viduals or of private corporations. I believe that instead of the
announced policy of the Congress being to sell the ships, to get
them into the hands of private ship-operating corporations, it
should be primarily and first that we will have an American
merchant marine second to that of no nation-of the world, and
that we will pursue a policy that will be in the interest of the
establishment and development and maintenance of new trade
routes and the increasing of our foreign commerce,

I can not quite understand why the Government, in its anx-
jety to maintain the merchant marine and in its desire to
establish new trade routes, should undergo the initial cost, the
losses, if any, and the expense of building up this trade, and of
the maintenance of the fleet until it reaches a profitable basis,
then transferring it to some private corporation that it may
operate the business so developed for its own private gain; but
that seems to be the declared policy and the idea which is
embraced in this measure throughout.

I am just a little apprehensive, Mr. President, that if yon
allow the American fleet to pass into the hands of ship-operat-
ing corporations the policy which should be primary—that is,
the maintaining of an American merchant marine, the policy of
establishing and maintaining the necessary trade routes—will
become secondary, and that these corporations in the operation
of these ships will have as their primary purpose, as is always
frue, the object first of making money for the corporations
themselves. If this should be the plan adopted by the cor-
porations operating the ships—and no doubt it would be—I
assert that in all probability some trade routes that have already
been established would be abandoned for some other trade
routes, regardless of the interests of the American people and
regardless of a policy that should be maintained to try to re-
lieve the transportation congestion which exists in certain cen-
ters within this country.

A system has developed centralizing very largely the shipping
fromr the North Atlantic ports of our country. This tendency
toward the centering of the shipping from the North Atlantie
ports was emphasized during last year when it came to the
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question of the &hipping Board allocating its vessels. I happen
to have more or less intimate knowledge in connection with at
least some of these transactions. When it became known, fol-
lowing soon after the conclusion of the war, that the beard
contemplated allocating these vessels to private concerns for
operation there was a great clamor for them from interests
that desired to operate them practically exclusively from the
North Atlantic ports, and in the struggle of certain representa-
tives from the South Atlantic and the Gulf ports te have vessels
allocated that would operate out of those ports and take up the
matter of inaugurating and establishing trade with the South
American countries, we had to combat that selfish interest
which desired to have, you may say, 4 monopoly upon these
vessels for the purpose of operating them from New York and
otlier North Atlantic ports—ports that already have more
business than they can handle expeditiously.

In its wisdom and actuated by a spirit of fairness, however, the
Shipping Board did provide for the use of certain ships from the
Sounth Atlantie and the Gulf ports. The board did approve of the
jidea of the establishment of certain trade routes from those
southern ports to the countries to the soutl. The wisdom of the
judgment of the board has been shown, in that most of these new
trade routes have already demonstrated the fact that they are
serving a good purpose, and the ships engaged are being operated
at a profit.

We should not be interested first in trying to get the ships
transferred to private corporations in order that they may operate
them. We should be far more concerned in the primary purpose
of the maintenance of an American merchant marine ; and if that
necessitutes nnd requires the Government retaining control and
ownership of these vessels, or a large majority of them, for a
reasonable time, it shounld be done. We, too, are intensely inter-
ested in the development of the trade routes to the south, and
they should be developed and operated in connection with the
South Atlantic and the Gulf ports and not the North Atlantic
ports. If thereisone evilin this country from which the American
people should be relieved, it is the bottling up of the freight from
all over the country in the city of New York. There is scarcely a.
section of the country but that has suffered on account of the
congestion which almost continuously exists, bottling up every-
thing in this particular center., However, as far as private cor-
porations.and private interests are concerned, as a rule they do
not look with favor upon trying to serve the various sections of
the country, trying to relieve this condition which brings about
disastrous results to various sections of the Nation, but they are
actuated absolutely by the sole purpose of making money, and
making money for themselves,

On account of my fear that the fleet will not be maintained
in its entirety as an American merchant marine under the pro-
visions of this bill, on account of my apprehension that new
trade routes probably will be abandoned when the ships get
into the hands of private owners, and that we will not develop
certain trade which should be developed, I can not give my sup-
port to the conference report. I opposed the measure when it
was before the Senate, and there have been no changes made
which to me make it a bill more favorably looking to what I
consider should be the main purposes and objects to be sought
in dealing with the fleet at the present time in the hands of the
United States Shipping Board.

The members of the Shipping Board, as far as I know them,
are all very high-toned, honorable, capable business men; but
it is the expressed policy of this measure to sell ships. While
emphasis is placed upon maintaining an Ameriean merchant
marine, an equal if not greater emphasis is placed upon the
desire to sell the ships. This sentiment is in harmony with
the sentiment which prevails among the membership of the
Shipping Board; and if you pass this legislation, with it being
evidently the determined purpose of the Shipping Board to dis-
pose of the vessels and place them in the hands of private cor-
porations, and then it also being the expressed and specifically
declared purpose of Congress that they shall pass into private
ownership, and that as expeditiously as possible, we may well
realize that it will be only a short time until practically all
of the vessels of any value now owned by the Government will
be in the hands of private corporations: and operated in that
way..

Mr. KING. Mr. President——

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. TRAMMELL. Certainly.

Mr,. KING, Do I understand the Senator's position to be
that the Federal Government should retain the title to these
ships of which the Senator has been speaking and continue
to operate them as a private individual would operate the
ships, the same as it operated the railroads during the period
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of the war and after the war, with the: distinction that in the
latter case it did not have the title to the roads or the cars?
In other words, is it the Sénator’s policy for the Federal
Government to go into the shipping transportation business?
And if that is his view, I am: interested in knowing where the
Senator finds anthority in the Constitution of the TUnited
States for the Federal Government to become a earrier of pas-
sengers and a carrier of freight., If it may engage in the
marine transportation business, may it not engage in land
transportation? And if it engages in land transportation, may
it not construct roads and highways, build railroads, operate .
them; and in order to make the roads profitable, may it not
be compelled to own mines in order to find products to ship,
build factories in order to find products to ship on its roads,
engage in the agricultural business and the stock-raising busi-
ness in order to produce those commodities which would pay
for the operation of its roads? In other words, does not such
a policy foreshadowed by the Senator, if I understand the
matter correctly, mean that the: Federal Government is to be
‘one huge Prussian socialism—all power in the State, all power
centered in Washington, all power here in officials and bu-
reaucracies, which dominate and control and lay their para-
lyzing hand upon the activities and upon the industries of the
United States? !

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, answering the Senator from
‘Utah, I will state that I did not take the position: that the
Government should permanently operate the ships, but I do take.
the position that the Government should make ifs primary
purpose that of establishing these trade routes, and that of the
maintenance of an American merchant marine, and if that can
be best and most safely seeured by the Government retaining the
property which it already owns, by the Government retaining
the business upon which it has already embarked, which it has
developed, then I say, Mr. President, that the Government
should retain these ships, and should continue to operate this
'business until it is beyond all question to the advantage of the
American people that they should be placed In the hands of
private owners. About $3,000,000,000 of the money of the
people of the Nation has been invested in the Government fleet,,
and it should not be sacrificed now to private greed.

I do not think there is any analogy between the railroad
question and that of the shipping proposition.. The railroads
‘had been developed, they had been built up, they had been main-
tained by private capital entirely, and the Government merely
took them over during the emergency. The Government did not.
rown them, and in a large measure, Mr. President, it was a mat-
‘ter of the Government coming to the rescue when the railroad
interests of, this country were crying for help. That had a
| great deal to do with stimulating and actuating the Governmeng.

in taking over the railroads.
. We have altogether a different situation as far as the ques-
ition of dealing with these ships. I think that hindsight is
always better than foresight, and if we are to consider the
| lessons of the past, as far as the building up a merchant marine
in the hands of private corporations is concerned, we know
(what the policy of this Nation has been.

We Eknow that as far as maintaining an Ameriean merchant
marine heretofore through private capital and private owner-
ship, it has proven an utter and a colossal failure. We know
that instend of the general good, general welfare, of the,
American people being considered,. selfish interests have been
the controlling factors with those who have attempted to op-
erate the shipping interest, and as a result the American flag
had almost disappeared from the seas long before the Nation
became involved in the recent war,

Mr, KING. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr., TRAMMELL. Certainly.

Mr, KING. Does not the Senatow appreciate the fact that
prior to the Civil War the United States had a splendid mer-
chant marine and that we carried in our own bottoms from
87 to 93 per cent of all of our foreign trade and commerce, but.
that because of the unjust, disecriminatory, oppressive, and un--
wise legislation enacted by the dominant political party of the
land the merchant marine was driven from the seas? Does
‘not the Senator believe that with a wise and proper policy we
can not only develop but continue an adequate merchant ma-
' rine, one which will be sufficient for the needs of the country?

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, of course if we deal in
glittering generalities I would necessarily reply in the affirma-
tive ; but the question is as to the details and the policies which
are being adopted for the purpose of carrying out that very
commendable purpose and object, and I do not think that when

you adopt a policy which indicates as one of the very first

Juxe 4, -~
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objects, the primary purpose, that of selling the ships, you are
making quite as secure as I would like to see made the future
of the American merchant marine and the establishment and
the development of foreign trade and the assurance of new
trade routes and their maintenance.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator pardon me?

Mr. TRAMMELL. Certainly.

Mr. KING. The Senator stated that the merchant marine
in the hands of private parties has been a collossal failure.
I merely invite the attention of the Senator to the fact that
we did have in private hands one of the finest merchant marines
that floated a flag upon the sea, and that if it had not been for
unwise legislation on the part of Congress, following, in my
humble opinion, an improper and impracticable economic policy,
we would have had at the beginning of the war, and would
still have, an adequate merchant marine.

If the Senator will pardon me, in my judgment you ecan
build up a merchant marine by fair and just and sensible legis-
lation, and if the Government attempts to engage in the carry-
ing business it will lose hundreds of millions of dollars every
vear; and I make the prediction now to the Senator—of course
it is a mere prediction, which may not be verified—that if the
Government should retain these ships and attempt to operate
thein, the three billion and more dollars which we have put
into the ships would be dissipated within 10 years. The losses
would be hundreds of millions annually, instead of an alleged
profit, as represented by some of the reports which have been
submitted to us. :

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I agree with quite a good
deal stated by the Senator from Utah, but what I am dis-
turbed about is that if we lean too much toward the idea of
placing these vessels in the hands of private ownership, we
will have some more unwise legislation, we will have a further
continuation of a policy which will not be in the interest of
the maintenance of the merchant marine, and possibly as the
outcome once again, to our regret and dismay, we will see
Great Britain and other powers gradually, by direct or in-
direct methods, acquire over us an advantage and control of the
world’s shipping on ihe seas.

The Senator from Utah talks about the question of dissi-
pating the billions of dollars in this transportation equipment
and facilities. It seems that we may also consider the guestion
of the millions upon millions which are to be dissipated and
expended in developing trade routes and developing business for
the purpose of turning it over to private interests when it once
reaches a profitable basis. I can not quite diseriminate between
a policy which in its operation brings about the promotion of a
business for the purpose of turning it over to some private inter-
ests ‘after it becomes profitable and a policy of the Government,
even when necessary, to continue that same operation in the
interest of all the American people, instead of in the interest of
the few who will be the recipients of the benefaction of the
Government in developing a profitable business and turning it
over to them. 3 s

Senators talk about the Government engaging in business.
As a result of this war the Government has, you might say, be-
come the benefactor of the railroad interests and many other
interests in this country. The railroads were not quite satisfied
with having $300,000,000 loaned to them for only five years ; they
knock at the door of Congress and say, “We would like to have
the loan extended to 15 years.” So the Congress, regardless of
the expressed reluctancy of some to carrying on a banking busi-
ness by the Government to assist the railroads, responds
promptly to the appeal of the railroad interests of the country
and passes a measure authorizing these loans to be made for 15
years.

This very measure itself places the Government in the money-
lending business. This very measure itself places the Govern-
;nen‘t in the insurance business by providing for an insurance
unil.

I think if we are going to be consistent along the line of the
Government being so very zealous in shunning even the appear-
ance of evil in the matter of the Government engaging in busi-
ness of this character, we had better start anew and abandon
the action of Congress in regard to many other enterprises.

What I am apprehensive of is that the vessels will pass out
of the hands of the Government into private ownership, and
that they will pass into the hands of private ownership prob-
ably at a great sacrifice. Then when they are transferred
from ownership by the Government into ownership of private
capital, private capital will continue to be knocking at the doors
of Congress for legislation that will promote its own financial
interests, and the primary object of an American merchant
marine, the primary object of the establishment and mainte-
nance of new trade routes, and the object of relieving conges-

tion in the North Atlantic and dividing the trade with ports to
which it logically belongs, will probably, in a large measure at
least, be abandoned. For this reason I do not feel that I ean
consistently support the conference report.

Mr. KING., Mr, -President, I shall occupy the time of the
Senate for only a moment., I voted against the bill when it
was before the Senate, and I shall vote against the adoption of
the conference report.

I am not satisfied with this measure, not for the reasons,
however, assigned by my distinguished friends, the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. NugeEnT] and the Senator from Florida [Mr.
TramMELL]. Lack of time prevents an analysis of the bill, and
I content myself with a few generalizations. One objection to
the bill arises because it seeks to perpetuate a socialistic policy
in connection with the ownership and operation of the ships
in this country. I believe that the economic policy founded
upon a proper understanding has led to the prosperity and de-
velopment of our country. Our industrial and economic sys-
tem was influenced by the great teachings of Adam Smith
and his philosophy and the philosophy of the great teachers
following him. It became the basis of the economic system
which has produced such marvelous development in this coun-
try. We have had a competitive system, freedom of oppor-
tunity, and an even show in the race of life. We have political
freedom. There must be economic and industrial liberty.

There have been forces which have sought to destroy.compe-
tition and to establish monopolies, Such forces must be over-
come, and every man within the land must have an equal
opportunity in the activities of life,

I am opposed to all forms of paternalism and the corroding
socialism of the age that has laid its destructive hand upon the
Government and is seeking its domination and the perversion of
its funetions and the destruction of the foundation upon which
it rests. Extreme Carl Marxian socialism will not, in my
opinion, prevail in this Republic. I believe the good sense of
the American people will revolt against his heresies and the
destructive and damning doectrines which are sapping the life
and vigor of Russia. But there is a subtle, an alluring, and
enticing form of socialism that is receiving support in many
sections of our country and has somefimes met sympathetic
support from officials in high places in the Government,

There is a movement on foot to compel the Government to
repossess the railroads for the purpose of transferring them
to those who may be employed upon the railroads. And there
are those who seek to compel the Government to retain the
ownership and to continue the operation of the merchant marine
and all the ships which the Government has acquired. I be-
lieve the best interests of the people as well as the Govern-
ment will be subserved by a sale, under proper restrictions and
limitations, of the ships owned by the Government,

Mr. President, the Government can no more operate eco-
nomically and efficiently ships and railroads than it can oper-
ate its own business. There is not a business man in the
United States of any acumen who could not fake possession
of the governmental agencies and instrumentalities functioning
in Washington and elsewhere and conduct the Government busi-
ness in a more efficient manner than it is being conducted by the
Government of the United States at a cost of 33 per cent of
that now paid by the United States.

The Senator from Florida states that we should open up trade
routes, Why, of course that should be done, and we can do so
by imposing limitations upon the sale of the ships. The men
who buy the ships should be required to open up certain trade
routes to be designated by the board and for the purpose of
extending our foreign trade, and in the sale of ships there
should be imposed such limitations as will preserve the interests
of the shippers and the interests of the people of the United
States. If I believed that the interests of the American people
would be served by a Government-owned merchant marine,
much as I dislike socialism and the paternalism which it would
involve, I might be induced to support the proposition; but
everyone who knows what this socialistic policy means and
what its consequences will be and the inefliciency of govern-
mental control and governmental ownership and operation of
matters that are purely private will reach the conclusion that a
policy which perpetuates the Federal Government in the trans-
portation business is one inimical to the interests of the people
and hostile to the best interests of the Republic.

The Senator from Florida refers to the railroads, Mr, Pres[-
dent, I was opposed to taking over the railroads. I think it
was a great misfortune, If there had been a modification of
the Sherman antitrust law in some of its provisions for the
period of the war, permitting them to pool and use joint termi-
nals and work along some of the lines of cooperation and coordi-
nation employed by the Government, there would have been no




8470

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 4,

necessity—if there was any necessity at all—of the Government
taking by its strong hand the railroads out of the control of
their owners. But this relief was refused by the Government,
and it also monopolized the credit of the country. It took the
money of the country in loans, importuning the people, appealing
to their patriotism, to buy Government bonds, to loan their money
to the Government., The banks were almost dragooned to yield
up their resources to the Government, and those who possessed
savings were appealed to to loan the same to the United States.
Railroads, school districts, municipalities that desired to build,
legitimate enterprises being carried on by individuals and cor-
porations which required money, could not obtain the same, be-
cause the Government exclusively occupied the field of credit
and absorbed not hundreds of millions but billions of dollars,
The man who had a thousand or a hundred thousand dollars to
loan invested it In Government bonds, loaned it to his Govern-
ment rather than to private enterprise,

As a result the fountain of many enterprises was dried up;
we denied the opportunity to railroads and to individuals, to
municipalities and to States, to borrow money. Why, sirs, many
of them were compelled to come to the boards of control in
Washington and plead for permission to issue bonds or stock,
hoping thereby to borrow money absolutely necessary to save
their business from ruin. And school distriets with half-com-
pleted schoolhouses came here and sought authority to float
bonds jn order to complete their buildings, in order that the
children might not be turned into the streets. The Government
acted as a sponge and sucked up the credit of the land and the
money that was in circulation.

We ecan not with becoming grace condemn the railroads and
other enterprises because they did not make fitting progress
during the war and did not accomplish the work which they
were desirous of performing.

I am opposed to the conference report, I am opposed to the
bill. It is not a bill, as the Senator from Florida indicates, if
I may be permitted to dissent from him, which accomplishes
what he asserts will be accomplished. It is a bill which ought
to gratify him. It is a bill which will keep the Government
for many years to come in the transportation business, and the
Senator from Florida, young and vigorcus as he is, will not
live long enough to see the omnipotent hand of the Federal
Government removed from the merchant marine of this coun-
try. That is one of the reasons why I am opposing the bill and
the conference report.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr, President, if I could have my way I
would have the Government hold temporarily both the rail-
roads and the ships until internal conditions and world condi-
tions became more settled and until better opportunity existed
for reaching a satisfactory solution. I would have a competent
commission investigate the entire subject and report as to the
best thing to be done under the circumstances. All systems of
transportation—ocean, inland waterway, railway, and high-
way—are parts of one great problem.

The trouble is that in our haste to dispossess ourselves both
of the railroads and the ships we may make inevitable Gov-
ernment ownership withobut having given the subject proper
consideration, or Government interference on an almost intol-
erable scale. Inasmuch as the Congress seems determined upon
the immediate resumption of the policy of private ownership,
I shall offer no further opposition to the conference report, but
shall content myself by voting against it.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, on the adoption
of the conference report I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Reading Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr,
Jouxsox]. 1 transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
Maryland [Mr, Fraxce] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. HENDERSON (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCor-
amick]. I understand that if he were present he would vote
“yea,” and I am therefore at liberty to vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr, SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. KEr-
roca]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. SHIELDS] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. DIAL (when the name of Mr, SaorH of South Carolina
was called). I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Sarrrm of South Carolina] is unavoidably detained to-day and is
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING].
I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). As announced
by the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Drar], I am
paired with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr,

Saara]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. PoixpExTER] and vote. I vote “ yea.”

Mr, TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cort]
to the Senator from Arizona [Mr. Satcrra] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. WALSH of Montana (when his name was called). I in-
quire if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN]
has voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. IHe has not.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I have a pair with that Semator,
which I transfer to the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
Ropixson] and vote * yea.”

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr, Warsox]. That
Senator is not present. In his absence I can not vote and
therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded. *

Mr. GAY. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Staxrey] and vote
“ J.ea.!l

Mr. SPENCER. I have a pair with the junior Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Jones], but under an arrangement with him
I feel free to vote, and I vote “ yea.”

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the affirmative). I have
a general pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr,
Sarrr] and I do not observe him in his seat. I therefore trans-
fer that pair to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr] and
allow my vote to stand.

Mr. GLASS. I have a general pair with the senior Senator
from Illinois [Mr. SaErMAN], which I transfer to the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FrercHEs] and vote * yea.”

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow=
ing pairs:

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] ;

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELgixs] with the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gorg] :

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre] with the Sens-
ator from Arkansas [Mr. KigeY] ;

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax] with the Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. MyErs]; and

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEsrose] with the Sen.
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Winriams].

}he result was announced—yeas 45, nays 14, as follows:

YEAS—45.
Beckham Hale Nelson Sterling
Brandegee Harding New Sutherland
Calder Henderson Overman Swanson
Chamberlain Hitcheock Page Thomas
Comer Jones, Wash, Phelan Townsgend
Curtis Kendrick Pittman Underwood
Dial Keyes Pomerene Wadsworth
Dillingham Knox Ransdell ‘Walsh, Mont,
Fernal Lc:_t]‘—ga + Simmons ‘Warren
Gay Mc€Cumber Smith, Md.
Ge McKellar Smoot
Glass MeNary Spencer
NAY‘S—]A.
Ashurst Harris Norris Trammell
Borah *  Harrison Nugent ‘Walsh, Mass,
Capper Kenyon Reed .
Culberson King Sheppard
NOT VOTING—3T,
Ball Gronna Moses Smith, Ariz,
Colt Johnson, Calif. Myers Smith, Ga.
Cummins Johnson, 8. Dok, Newberry Smith, 8. C.
lge Jones, N. Mex, Owen Stanley
Elkins Kellogg Watson
Fall Lirby hipps Williams
Fletcher La Follette Poindexter Wolcott
France Lenroot obinson
Frelinghuysen MeCormick Sherman
Gore cLean

Shields

So the report was agreed to. /

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I took no time
in discussing the questions involved in this bill on the adoption
of the conference report, which has just been agreed to, because
I desire to get it over to the other House as soon as possible,
and all these matters were discussed when tie bill was before
the Senate. I am going to take only a moment or two now.
Some people, however, on the outside have raised the question
as to the meaning of the words * controlling interest,” which ara
found in the section relating to the ownership of stock in ship-
ping corporations. The term is used just the same as it is
used in the present shipping act, and I do not think there can
be any question about the construction that should be given
to it. I know that the committee understood it to mean actual
bona fide American ownership of a majority of the stock of

corporations doing business in the foreign trade and 75 per
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cent in the coastwise trade. I am satisfied that that is the
understanding that the Senate has with reference to that lan-
guage and that provision, The language of the section will not
permit a “ dummy"” corporation or a *“dummy” holding of
stock. The corporation must be a bona fide one and the owner-
ship and holding of stock must be bona fide American.

Mr, President, the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
FreINGHUYSEN], as well as the junior Senator from New Jer-
sey [Mr. Ebce], was very greatly disappointed because the
conferees left out of the bill one provision which had been in-
serted in it when it was passed by the Senate. I refer to the
provision reimbursing the city of Hoboken for taxes of which
it had been deprived by reason of the Government taking over
certain docks. The conferees were all very sympathetic toward
that item. We thought it was a very just proposition, but if
adopted it would establish a precedent that would apply to a
great many different sections of the country and involve the
Government in great expense. This does not affect the justice
of the Government taking care of such a situation, but ‘we
thought that should be cared for in a separate bill dealing with
all similar cases. So the conferees thought that they could not
leave it in this bill, but that it would have to be dealt with in
a separate measure. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr, Fre-
1axeHEUYSEN] has introduced such a bill, to which I know the
committees of the two Houses will give the most careful con-
sideration. I will do my best to aid him in securing proper
action. These Senators have certainly left nothing undone that
could be done in this matter, but we could not take care of that
in this bill

The senior Senator from New Jersey left with me a letter
from a gentleman in New Jersey, and his answer to it, in refer-
ence to the matter, which he asked me to have inserted in the
Recorp. I therefore ask that the correspondence be.printed in
the Recorp as part of my remarks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The correspondence referred to is as follows:

SvrrEmME CourT oF NEW JERSEY,
Chambers, May 17, 1920.
Hon, J. S. FRELINGHUYSEN.

My Dear SexaTor: In the effort *to make democracy safe
for the world ” this city has been driven to the verge of bank-
ruptey by the Government taking over our valuable pier prop-
erty without compensation. This property constituted the most
valuable asset we have, and yet we have been deprived of it
for the benefit of the Nation at large without one dollar con-
tribution to our people.

We are willing to suffer our share of the common misfortune,
but we should not be asked to turn our property over to the
Nation without recompense. No other section of the Nation
that I know of has been subjected to such a sacrifice, and we
should not (a small city 1 mile square, depending upon its tax-
able territorial area for its income) be asked to submit to it
in common justice.

I am writing you as an old friend and brother Senafor to
interest yourself in our behalf, so that with your ce
and that of Senator Epce this injustlce may be speedily righted.
Let me know when you come to town. I would like to show
you through Hoboken. It won't take long, but there is much
to be seen.

With best wishes, I am,

Very truly, yours, JaymEs F. MINTURN.

May 26, 1920.
Hon. James F. MINTURN,
- Hoboken, N. J.

My Dear Justice MinTUurN: I have never forgotten the in-
Jjustice done to the ctiy of Hoboken in the taking over of the
property by the Government and the failure to provide for
the relief of Hoboken by reason of the loss of taxes. .

I inclose herewlith my correspondence to the President and
call attention to my protest and my effort to have an amend-
ment put in the Alien Property Custodian act,

However, we have recently secured, in the merchant marine
shipping bill, a provision which will enable the Shipping Board
to pay the city of Hoboken the necessary taxes to reimburse
them for last year and this year.

If this bill is accepted by the House, as I hope it will be,
it will relleve the situation immediately.

Please return the correspondence inclosed for my files,

YVery sincerely, yours,
Jos. 8. FRELINGHUYSEN,
Uniied States Senator.,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Now, Mr, President, just a word
further. I deem it just to say that the conferees from both sides
of the Chamber and from both branches of Congress have worked

upon this bill with the sole purpose of reporting to the Senate a
bill that would build up the Ameriean merchant marine. The en-
tire consideration of the bill has been wholly free from partisan-
ship. There was no attempt on the part of the House Members
to see how many Senate amerndments they could get us to recede
from, but every provision of the Senate bill as passed, which
they thought was a good provision, they accepted gladly. This
bill is the product of the united effort of Democratic and Re-
publican Members of the House and Senate. It is not a perfect
bill, but it is a bill which we believe will be the basis upon
which we will build up and maintain a great American mer-
chant marine. This bill will serve most, if not all, the great
purposes that have been expressed by Senators who have
spoken to-day; and I believe, Mr. President, that in the years
to come the Greene bill, as it is and should be known, will
prove its wisdomr in the building up of a permanent American
merchant marine worthy of our great power, wealth, and posi-
tion in world affairs, and be a lasting monument-to the un-
selfish and pntrloiic work of all those who aided in its prepara-
tion and passage.

Mr, President, there have been some errors made in the num-
bering of the sections, I ask that the unfinished business may
be temporarily laid aside for a moment in order that there may
be considered and passed a concurrent resolution authorizing
the clerks to make the n changes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished
business is temporarily laid aside.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of the concurrent resolution which I
send to the desk. .

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 80) was considered
by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the Benate (the Hau of Repr tatives
That in the enrollment of the b H., R, 10378) to pm\ide for the
promotlon and maintenance of the ican merchant marine, to re-
peal ce emergen Jegislation, and provide for the disposition,
regulation, and use of property a thereunder, and for other
ngs' the Clerk be, and s hereby, authorized and directed to num-

the sections thereof in consecntire order.

PROPOSED SOLDIEES' BONUS.

Mr: UNDERWOOD, Mr. President, I hold in my hand a
letter in reference to the bonus bill from a real soldier, who
served with the Forty-second Division in France. I think it
should appear in the Recorp, and I ask that it may be inserted
in the Recorp as part of my remarks,

Mr, SMOOT. I will ask the Senator to have it read from the
desk.
bem. UNDERWOOD. Very well; I will ask that the letter

read.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

CeATHAM CoOUR

Washington, D. C., June 3, 1920.

Sme: I herewith urge you, as an officer of the United States
Senate, to use your influence against the passage in that House
of the World War adjusted compensation act.

The veterans who would receive a bonus as the result of this
act do not wish to be so insulted, and both Congress and the
people at large have already extended to the veterans of the
World War their appreciation of the military service rendered.

Defeat the soldiers’ bonus bill.

Respectfully, yours,

Ting),

Without objection, the Secretary

J. BENTLEY MULFORD,

Honorably Discharged Private,
Forty-second (Rainbow) Division,

American Ezxpeditionary Forees.

Hon. THoMAS R, MARSHALL,

Wardman Park Hotel, Washington, D. C.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to have in-
serted in the Recorp a letter which I have received but a short
time ago from the representatives of one of the American Legion
Posts, The letter has to do with the proposal for a bonus.

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator ask the Secretary to read the
letter, just as he read the letter which the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. UspErwoobn] presented?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I present the letter., Permit me to say
that I do so without prejudice as to the issue involved.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

HE CAPITOL,

T
Washington, D. C., June §, 1920,
Senator WADSWORTH,
New York,

DeAr Sm: We, the uderstg'ned, were delegated by the Federal Board
Students Post, No. 750, American Legion, of New York University,
to come to Washin, n to exert our efforts in behalf of the Darrow bill.

5] ve been in the sall for some time and have listened tu
the Senltor who read into the REcorp a letter * from a real soldier ™
in opposition to the bonus bill,
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We desire to state that our post is com

one of its 300 members disabled and t
divisions are represented in our members lp among others the Forty-
second, in which the Senator's * real soldier ” served

This post has twice ﬁone on record unanimously in favor of the
adjusted compensation bill not only for disabled men but for all ex-
service men,

You are mqu&sted to r2ad this into the REcomp in order to give
these 300 *“ real soldiers " a chance to record their sentiments.

Yours, very truly,
E, B. HACKER,

President Pos
314! Kingstridge Terrace, New Yort Cl‘w

T. B. MCDONNELL,
Past President Post 750,
109 Flushing ‘Avenue, Jamaica, Long Island.

FORCE AND SALARIES IN PATENT OFFICE.
During the delivery of the speech of Mr. JoxEs of Washington,
Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, I recognize that Senators can
not be prevented from talking, and I have no objection to their
doing so, but, in order that we may proceed in parliamentary
order, I ask that the bill which under the unanimous-consent
agreement is in order may now be laid before the Senate, and
the Senator from Washington can speak on that.
Mr. JONES of Washington. I have no objection to that
being done,

d of * real soldiers,” every
e majority wounded. Many

Mr. NORRIS. Under the unanimous-consent agreement we

were to consider House bill 11984 at the conclusion of the con-
sideration of the conference report on the merchant marine
bill, and I ask that the House bill referred to be now laid
before the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ‘lays the bill before the
Senate.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pmceede{l to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 11984) to increase the force and salaries
in the Patent Office, and for other purposes, which had been
reported from the Committee on Patents with amendments.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that it be
read for committee amendments.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection?
hears none.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before that request is granted,
does the Senator ask to have the reading cof the bill dispensed
with entirely?

Mr. NORRIS. Noj; merely that the formal reading of the
bill be dispensed with, and that it be read first for committee
amendments.

AMENDMENT OF TRADING-WITH-THE-ENEMY ACT.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota.

Mr., NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the business of
the Senate may be temporarily laid aside while I make n report
irom the Judiciary Committee and ask for its present considera-
tion; and in commection with it I will muke a brief statement,
not occupying over five minutes.

Mr, NORRIS. I assume that it will not lead to any extended
debate. With that understanding, I have no objection.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. From the Committee on the Judi-
diasy the Senator from Minnesota reports back favorably the bill
(H. It. 14208) to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An aet to
define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and for
other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as amended.

Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, this bill is unanimously re-
ported by the Judiciary Committee, and I desire to make a brief
statement in relation to if.

As Senators know, under the trading-with-the—enem} act the
Alien Property Custodian took possession of millions of dollars
worth of the property of aliens and allies of aliens. Since the
war closed, and since the treaty of peace has been drawn up
and has been ratified by all the belligerents except the United
States and China, it has left conditions in this way: There are
certain of these people who have transferred their allegiance
under the treaty of peace who ought to be protected. The ob-
jeet of the bill is to give the people who belong to these new
States, like PPoland, Czechoslovakia, and Alsace-Lorraine, an
opportunity to come before the President and obtain the release
of their property that was seized by the Alien Property Cus-
todian. Some of that property was converted into money, and
some of it remains in the hands of the Alien Property Cus-
todian in kind.

The bill provides that these people can recover their prop-
erty—the Poles and the Czecho-Slovaks and the Alsatians and
the Lorrainers. In addition to that, it covers some other cases.
It covers the cases, first, of American women who before the
war lost their citizenship by marrying neutrals. That is one
class. Then it covers the cases of native-born American women
who married Germans or Austrians, enemy aliens. It is to give

The Chair

those two classes of woman an opportunity to rvecover their
property. Then it relates to another class of men, not very
numerous. The Alien Property Custodian seized the property of
conzular representatives and diplomats, and it is to enable them
to zet back their property.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President:

Mr, NELSON, I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CURTIS. I should like to ask the Senator if the bill in-
cludes the class of American citizens who, unfortunately, were
in the enemy’s country at the time the war broke out, and whose
property was taken, and they have been unable to return to
the United States because of the state of war and the restrie-
tions that were imposed, and their property is still held by the
Alien Property Custodian?

Mr. NELSON. Yes; it includes them. I was about to re-
mark that it also includes another class. Senators will remem-
ber that during the war quite a number of people were interned
because of their officious activity in behalf of the Germans.
Most of thenr, I think nearly all of them, have been discharged,
and a large share of them have returned to their own country.
This bill contains a provision that those interned men who have
been discharged and who are living here at the time they make
application for the return of their property and at the time the
application is grﬂnted shall be in the same status as the other
classes.

Those are the substantial provisions of the bill,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt the Senator has made
the statement clearly, but I did not entirely grasp it, in refer-
ence to the German alien who was living in this country at the
time of the declaration of war, and remained in this country
during the war, but was interned by the order of the President,
and his property was taken. This bill authorizes that man’s
property to be returned to him, does it?

Mr. NELSON. If he ig living in this country, it does; but
not if he leaves this country. It applies only to those who con-
timile to live here, and are living here at the time of the appli-
cation.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to ask the Senator with reference
to another class that he has mentioned. If I understand him
rightly, while the German could not clainr his property rights,
the wife of the German, who is a German citizen, could claim
such rights provided she at one time before her marringe was
an American citizen.

Mr. NELSON. Yes. If she is a native-born American woman,
and lost her citizenship either by nrarrying a neutral before the
war or by marrying an alien enemy, such as a German, before
the war, she is authorized to regain her property, not the prop-
erty of her husband.

Mr, McCUMBER. It places it in a position where the alien,
if he is a male, can not obtain his property; but if the alien is
the wife of a foreigner she may obtain it, provided she was born
in this country?

Mr. NELSON. The object is to give American women who
have married these foreigners an opportunity to get back the
property that they formerly had; that is, their own exclusively.

Mr. McCUMBER. I confess that I can not see any differ-
ence between granting them their property and granting their
husbands their property.

Mr. PITTMAN. My, President——

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. PITTMAN. I have in mind a case which came to my
attention, and I desire to know whether this bill covers it. An
American woman married a German officer. They are both
dead, but they left an heir. The property would go to that
child. It was all originally the property of the American
woman. Is the child protected under this bill?

Mr. NELSON. I do not think it is, in express terms.
child living in this country?

Mr. PITTMAN. The child, I think, is living in thig country.

Mr. NELSON. Was it born in this country?

Mr. PITTMAN. I think not. I think it was born in a for-
eign country.

Mr. NELSON. Then I do not think this law would cover it.
It only covers the cases of those native-born American women
who married foreigners, either neutrals or alien enemies, be-
fore the war.

Mr. PITTMAN. Does not the Senator think the bill should
extend to the heirs of the woman who would be entitled to a
remedy under this bill?

Mr. NELSON. If the child’s mother is of that class, I think
the child would come in under it. I did not understand the

Is the
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Senator's statement at first.
class, and this is property inherited from his mother, I think
it wonld be construed that he would have a right to come 111
under the provisions of the bill.

Senator a question.
Air. NELSON. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska.
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to understand whether this

bill provides that any citizen of Alsace-Lorraine or any citizen

of any subject people of Germany or Austria-Hungary which
under the terms of the treaty has been taken away from Ger-
many or Austria-Hungary is by that act and under the terms
of this bill removed from the class of an alien enemy?

Mr. NELSON, <Certainly. That is one of the main purposes
of the bill—to allow the Alsatians and the Lorrainers and the
citizens of the new Poland and Czechoslovakia to come in and
have their property returned.

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. It takes them out of the class of alien
enemies, and authorizes the restoration of their property?

Mr., NELSON. Yes. That is the main purpose of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres-
ent consideration of this bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 14208) to amend
section 9 of an act entitled “An act to define, regulate, and
punish trading with the enemy, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved ‘October 6, 1917, as amended.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think the title of ‘the bill
ought to be changed =so that it would read:

A bill for the relief of wealthy American women who have purchased
titles of nobility prior to the war.

The Senator says that this is only one of the incidentals of
the bill; that the main purpose of the bill is to assist Alsatians
and people of these new countries that have been created and
allow them to come in now and claim their property. So far
as that is concerned I am in hearty accord with it, but I am
not in accord with the idea of relieving any American woman
who was willing to sell her American citizenship for a
title. I do not care whether it was before the war or after the
war. She marries a title. She has the wealth. The German
nobleman wants the money, The American woman who has
the money wants the title, and she is willing for that title to
become a German citizen. She does so. The war breaks out
and her property in the country where the wealth was made, in
the good old United States, is taken possession of because she
is an alien, She says, “ Inasmuch as I was born in this coun-
try, even though I sold every right that I had as an American
citizen for a Dutch title, I now want to get back my money in
the United States.” I, for one, would give her less considera-
tion than I would give to the good German frau who happened
to have property in the United States.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield.

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator, and if he can
not answer, the chairman of the committee, whether or not the
bill, properly interpreted, would give to an American woman
who married a German and who has taken up her residence
and maintained it in Germany, the restoration of her property?
My understanding of the bill was that she had to remain in
the United States in order to have the property returned, but
if she went across the sea and took up her permanent abode in
Germany she would come in the same category as other German
nationals and would not be permitted to have the property
restored. ]

Mr. McCUMBER. I do mot understand that she would re-
gain American citizenship even.

Mr. KING. Then, if the Senator is right, I share the views
of the Senator, and we ought to amend it in that respect.

“Nr. ENOX., Mr. President, entertaining as I do the highest
respect for the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser]
and for his judgment, and his wisdom, and his consideration
in matters of great importance, I must confess that I am per-
fectly astounded at the remarks that he has just made. Why
should a woman be penalized, even though she is an American,
if her affections have been attracted by a foreigner? Why
should a woman whose fortune has been made by her ancestors
in this country have taken away from her under what the Su-
preme Court of the United States, speaking through the great
Chief Justice Marshall, pronounced to be an act of land piracy
if you took from her her fortune because, by the mere act of
marriage, she is technically an alien enemy?

Mr. President, I think one of the most shameless things the
American Government has ever performed was the renunciation
of what we have always contended to be the moral and the
decent international thing, that is, to preserve the rights of

If his mother belonged to that'

aliens from conseription in the case of war, and when we passed
‘the alien-property custodian act we did that, In my judgment,
it is only because Germany has acguiesced, under the terms of

| the Versaille treaty, that property should remain in the cus-
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr, President, I should like to ask the |

tody of the United States for the discharge of the obligation
which Germany owes to the United States, that it is defensible
at all.

I have in my mind a case where a descendant of one of the
earliest colonial families in my State did not marry a German
title, as the Senmator from North Dakota has suggested, but
married a poor German professor in the University of Penn-
sylvania, and lost the fortune which her father and her grand-
father and her great-grandfather had accumulated in Chester
County, Pa., people whose names have been recorded in every
phase of Pennsylvania history, and every phase of Pennsylvania
activity, and every phase of Pennsylvania philosophy.

I am amazed, I am astounded—I will say no more—at the
expressions of the Senator from North Dakota that this means
the redeeming of the fortunes of American women who have
married German titles.

Mr, McCUMBER. DMr. President, I am not at all amazed at
the deep interest the Senator from Pennsylvania is taking in
this measure, when I find that his mind centers around some
case which has happened in Pennsylvania, where somebody
married a poor German professor, and whose money and the
money of her father and her grandfather, and so forth, is held
by the Alien Property Custodian. I will join the Senator
from Pennsylvania in the return of the preperty taken from ail
the German alien enemies when the proper time comes and we
have peace with that country, But I am opposed to making a
distinction between these who were alien enemies because they
had always lived in the Fatherland and those who became alien
enemies because, as I said, in these cases they have married
German titles and are now penalized because they have done so.

I think the most of the cases which are covered and to which
relief will be granted by this bill will be the character of cases
I have mentioned.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think this matter of returning
the money in cases which have been described by the Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kxox] are entirely just, but they are
not the main purpose of the bill. The main purpose of the bill,
which has been very carefully prepared by the State Depart-
ment and the Department of Justice, and to which the House
has given a great deal of attention, and our Committee on the
Judiciary, is to return money seized as of alien enemies to the
people who are really not alien enemies, or technically so. Cer-
tainly if there are any people on the face of the earth to whom
we ought to show every possible kindness, they are the people
of Alsace-Lorraine, the people of Poland, whom we have recogz-
nized, the people of Czechoslovakia, and of the Slav Previnces
of Austria, and also the people of what is called Italia Irridenta.
There were probably no stronger friends of the caunse against
Germany than the people of the very territories I have de-
scribed. It seems to me that this is a great act of justice, as
well as kindness, and I sincerely hope that mo objection will be
made to the bill, but that it will be allowed to pass.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, in view of the observation which
I submitted a moment ago, I wish to make a few remarks con-
cerning this measure,

I did not approve the prineiple of the bill which authorized
the seizure of the property of German nationals within the
United States. There could be no objection, perhaps, to the
mere taking of the property ; but we actually confiscated it. The
United States entered info a treaty with the Kingdom of Prus-
sia more than a hundred years ago, and under its terms each
nation was to respect, not only in peace but in war, the prop-
erty of nationals residing therein, and ample opportunity was
to be afforded the nationals of each belligerent to remove their
property, from the alien territory.

It looked to me, Mr. President, that in the passage of the
Alien Property Custodian act, notwithstanding Germany was
our bitter enemy and a foe to civilization, we were somewhat
lowering the high standard of international morality which had
always been maintained by this Republic and which should
always characterize a great Christian Nation such as the United
States. I fear that we set a precedent which in the years to
come may seriously affect the American people. We are a
creditor Nation, and will have investments in all lands. We
would suffer materially if this precedent were followed by
other nations with which we might be at war.

But, Mr, President, having passed that act under which the
property of German and Austrian nationals in the United States
was seized, I see no reason why there should be the diserimina-
tion—and I address myself now to the Semator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Exox], so that he may not misunderstand my posi-
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tion—hetween nationals born in Germany and those of Amer-
jean birth who have expatriated themselves. I see no reason
why the property of Germans who were born in Germany and
which we have seized should not be restored to them if we re-
store to women who were born in the United States, and who
married Germans and who have expatriated themselves and
taken up their residence in Germany, their property which was
seized in the United States. That is my position. I do not think
we ought to restore to a woman who married a German and
went to Germany to reside, and is still residing there, the prop-
erty which was seized here until we restore to other Germans
the property of which we deprived them.

- A law was enacted during the war which, as T reeall, provided
that American women who had married Germans but who
resided in the United States and called this their home, and
this was in fact their home, should be exempted from the opera-
tions of the Alien Property Custodian act. I was in favor of
that; but I agree with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCuxper] that if an American woman married a German
and went to Germany prior to the war and made it her home,
and she was there during the war, so long as we retain the
property of German nationals seized in the United States
we should hold such property until we return the property of
German nationals, if we shall take that course, and then we
should restore it to her. We ought not to diseriminate. That
is my position.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the pending measure,
authorizing the restitution by the President of property taken
from those who were technically alien enemies during the war,
has been most thoroughly considered by the Department of
State, the Department of Justice, and the Alien Property
Custodian, In the Committee on the Judiciary for the last
two days we have heard Assistant Secretary Polk, we have
heard agents of the Department of Justice, and we have
heard the Alien Property Custodian. While I am perfectly
free to admit that in dealing with this rather complicated
question I would like to have had more time and more
opportunity to examine into the details of the somewhat com-
plicated provisions of the bill, still, in view of the fact that
ull three of these departments have given it special atten-
tion, and relying upon the statement of Secretary Polk that it
is of the ntmost importance to have the legislation now so that
the people who are really entitled to a refund of their money
and who are in extremis and have been for some time, instead
of waiting until next December and then taking up the subject
de novo, and in view of the fact that the bill has been passed
by the House of Representatives, I have given the measure my
support.

There are whole races of people whose nationals were caught
in this country at the time we entered the war and who were

- then technically alien enemies, and citizens of all the new
nations which have achieved their liberties in Europe and are
now our friends. The great Republics of Czechoslovakia and

Poland have been recognized by us as fellow republics, and we
are entertaining ambassadors and ministers from those coun-
tries.

I do not doubt that if each Senator is to dissect the bill he
can bring up some particular feature of it that he would like
to have different. Indeed there were cases adduced in the com-
mittee hearings where I was not entirely satisfied that the
terms of the bill could not be improved upon; but, as I said,
as between the alternative of leaving the entire subject in its
present condition, with so much injustice oustanding for months
longer, and the possibility that some money may be paid to
some one that may not be entirely justified—as between those
two horns of the dilemma I believe in accepting the judgment
of the departments of the Government which have given it so
much consideration.

Indeed it is my own judgment that the races and the circums
stances involving so many nationalities, situated so differently,
can not all be taken care of with absolute justice and equity
under the provisions of any bill that we could prepare. I very
much hope that the bill may be allowed to pass. If there is
anything wrong about it, the President will veto it. I do not
see how we can, at least at this session, evolve anything better
suited fo the circumstances.

AMr. KING. Mr. President—

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. The Senator will remember that during the
numerous sessions of the Committee on the Judiciary in 1917
and 1918 there was evidence before us, if not positive and direct
evidence at least evidence of a hearsay and indirect nature, but
of such character and authenticity that we accepted it as
genuine, that many American women who had married Germans

and were living in Germany were more hostile, if possible, to
the United States than German women themselves: that their
alliance with German husbands seemed to have destroyed all
affection for the land of their nativity.

Now, does not the Senator think that women of that class,
whe have taken up their abode there, who lived there and who
had nothing to do with this country, ought to be exempted from
the operations of the bill, that they ought to abide in the same
category as German nationals and get their property, if they
get it at all, when German nationals get their property? Does
not the Senator think we ought to amend the bill so as to
make that clear?

Mr, BRANDEGEE. T do not think we ought to attempt to
amend the bill, because I do not think we can possibly obtain
any information which would correct such cases as the Senator
has suggested, whether they exist or not.

Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut
a question? ;

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Certainly.

Mr. McCUMBER. There was some discussion, I think, during
the war concerning the Busch estate—the great brewery wealth
that has accumulated in the United States—and where, if I re-
member rightly, the heir to that enormous fortune—a daugh-
ter—was married to one of the principal stockholders in the
Krupp gun manufacturing establishment of Germany. Her
husband's main interest was in the manufacture of implements
of war to kill American soldiers and the soldiers of other
nationalities against which Germany was waging war.

If that be true, I wish to ask the Senator if he does not
really think that the German women who are not expatriated
have just as much right to call for their husbands’ estates over
in the United States, if they had an interest, as the heir of both
the Krupp interests and the Busch interests in the United
States, after having expatriated herself as an American eiti-
zen, to now come and seek to obtain her property rights, as
though she had never been a German citizen at all?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not think the Senator from North
Dakota is in a very judicial frame of mind when he mentions
the subject of Germany. The war is over in fact, even if the
conditions of the settlement have not been properly adjusted,
but I am not disposed to confiscate the fortunes of women who
fell in love with foreigners without my approval or consent.
They suited themselves about it, and they were not considering
it at the time as a matter of international law, or did not see
quite what they were becoming involved in, possibly, even
matrimonially or internationally. Perhaps that is not an un-
common condition.

But this Government is not waging war against women now
at any rate. What is the use of talking? These American
girls, for their own reason or lack of reason or for no reason
at all, fell in Jove with some foreigners and married them. I do
not suppose it entered the head of one in twenty of them to
inguire whether they lost their citizenship or anything about
it. Many of them have their properties in trust. After a while
war breaks out with some foreign power, and if their husbands
happen to be located within the boundaries of the country
against which we declare war, we confiscate all their property
in this country, turn it over to an Alien Property Custodian,
sell all the property, possibly, and invest the proceeds in our
Liberty bonds to wage war against the country to which they
belong, and we classify them technically as alien enemies. They
may or may not be enemies at all actually. They may be very
sorry that they ever got married, but there they are and their
property is taken from them.

How is it possible by an act of legislation or judicial inquiry,
even if we had the time to make it, to ascertain whether any
American girls who married men who were German nationals,
so classified, felt more bitter toward this country than their
husbands did, or whether their husbands felt more bitter toward
this country simply because they were living here and not
naturalized citizens, but may have been college professors, or
rich or poor? I can not conceive how we can go into those
details.

It is utterly impossible to ascertain the sentiments of the
feminine heart and how they felt in 1917 when we entered the
war. If a woman is married to a man, she has promised to
give up all and follow him, and as between domestic infelicity
and getting into trouble with some Alien Property Custodian
or inspector, she will probably move along the lines of least
resistance. I am not a sufficient psychoanalyst to ascertain the
absolute truth about all these questions. But this is the best
attempt that three great departments of the Government, con-
cerned with this complicated matter, could make toward a
solution. I wish they were more satisfactory, but it is this or
nothing. That is the situation. We adjourn to-morrow. The
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House has passed the bill. The Senate Committee on the
Judiciary would probably have made some amendments to it if
they had not been afraid they would imperil the whole bill,
So we swallowed our objections to it, and think we had better
do the best we can instead of failing in everything in strug-
gling after the unattainable.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the expert testimony of the Sena-
tor from Connecticut upon the sentiments of the female heart
appeals to me very strongly, in the light of his long experience,
and prompts me to abate my antagonism to the feature of the
bill to which I referred.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I was appealing to the gallantry of the
Senator.

Mr, KING. I move to amend——

Mr. LODGE. That would simply kill the bill,

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator whether this is a
House bill? :

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Oh, yes; it is a House bill.

Mr. NELSON, T trust the Senator will not attempt to amend
the bill, becanse at this stage of the session, if we amend the
bill and send it over to the House, it would undoubtedly lead to
its defeat. I trust the Senator will not do that.

I wish to call the attention of the Senator in this connection
to the following language:

And that money or other property concerned was not acquired by
guch women, either directly or indirectly, from any subject or citizen
of Germany cr Austria-Hungary,

The same provision applies to the other class of women—those
who married alien enemies. In view of those facts, which sim-
ply relate to the property of these American women, their own
property, not the property that they acquired in any shape or
manner from their husbands, I appeal to the generosity of the
Senator not to malke any effort to amend the bill at this stage,
If it was earlier in the session and we had more time, it would
not be of much consequence, because it could be easily settled
in eonference, but now, at this time, to put an amendment on the
bill would simply imperil its enactment into law.

Mr. KING. 1, of course, would dislike to prevent the passage
of the bill. It has =0 much of merit that I feel that the bill
ought to be enacted into law. The section that I have been dis-
cussing needs some amendment, and I regret very much that
the situation may prevent it. I wish to suggest, however, to the
Senator that T think it should be amended in line 21, after the
words “Austria-Flungary,” so as to read;

And who since said marriage has continuously resided in the United
States. F

So that it would provide that American women who married
Germans or Austro-Hungarians, but who resided in the United
States, would obtain their property; but if they deliberately
went overseas, cast their lot—and I am not complaining of
them for so doing; it was, perhaps, their duty to do so—with
their husbands in foreign lands, and lived there continuously,
I see no reason why their property should be restored to them
when we refuse to restore fo other German nationals or Austro-
Hungarian nationals their property. We are making a dis-
erimination that is not warranted in morals and not war-

ranted in law if we pass the bill unamended with the provision |

which came from the other House. I suggest that amendment
to my distinguished friend from Minnesota and my friend from
Connecticut and ask them to accept it.

Mr. NELSON. Myr. President, I can readily see that the
Senator from Utah is actuated by the best of purposes and
motives, and were conditions different I would gladly acquiesce
in the amendment, and the matter might then be disposed of in
conference ; but at this late stage of the session to amend the
bill in a material respect would imperil its passage. In view of
the great good which can be accomplished by this bill for the
people of Alsace-Lorraine, for the people of Bohemia, of
Moravia, of Poland, and of Italia Irredenta, I trust the Senator
from Utah will forego insisting on any amendment to it.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will yield to the appeals of the
Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from Connecticut,
but I want to tell them that they are supporting discriminatory
legislation. This bill establishes a bad precedent, and they
may live to regret it.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, let me suggest to the Sen-
ator from Utah, if he will allow me, that I think the statisties
wil show that at least 90 per cent of the property that is to be
returned to foreigners will be to American women, and not to
Alsatians, Poles, and others.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment, If
there be no amendment, the bill will be reported to the Senate.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading. read the third time, and passed.

RECLASSIFICATION OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES.

Mr. GAY. Mr. President, in the closing hours of the session
last night the Senate passed the bill reclassifying and readjust-
ing salaries and compensation of postmasters and employees of
the Postal Service, The debate on this bill was very limited,
due primarily on the part of Senators to the fact that there
was little opposition and the general desire to place upon the
statutes the necessary relief which this legislation provides.

As one of the members of the joint commission appointed
under the provision of the act approved February 28, 1919, I
do not want this opportunity to pass without a word of tribute
to the guiding spirit who conceived the thought and instituted
the plan the result of which has just been accomplished.

It was Senator Bankhead, of Alabama, Mr. President, who,
as chairman of the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads,
knew the conditions of the service perhaps more intimately than
anyone else and the distressing needs of those who have chosen
for their life work that most important branch of the Govern-

ment serviee, more intimately associated with the business.

weal and social welfare than any other.

The late Senator Bankhead believed in a substantial increase
for the men who have been the poorest paid employees of the
Government and who at all times have been faithful and
patriotic. The work of the commission was delayed for a period
by the last illness and death of its able and distinguished
chairman, and each member of the commission felt a personal
loss when the Hon. John H. Bankhead was called to his final
reward.

Mr. President, legislation is seldom, if ever, perfect. It is
largely the result of compromise, and certain it is that the bill
readjusting the salaries in the Postal Service will meet with
much adverse criticism and disappeintment in some quarters,
where hope and expectation had stimulated the belief that the
ﬁeplgrt would be commensurate with the present high cost of

ving.

The commission, after conducting extensive hearings in many
of the great postal centers of the United States where em-
ployees associated with every branch of the Postal Service
were given an opportunity to be heard and after inspecting
conditions and the nature and character of duties performed
by the various groups of employees, feel that they have reached
fair conclusions.

Some of the salaries and compensation are not as high or
remunerative as some of us would have liked, but the commis-
sion felt that we were not legislating alone for present condi-
tions and were anxious to secure immediate legislation to take
effect and give relief at the beginning of the coming fiscal year
on July 1. :

I can not let this opportunity pass without mentioning the
splendid and efficient work of the secretary of the commission,
Mr. C. A. Beasley, who has been faithful at all times and fo
whom great credit is due.

It is to-be hoped that the result of this legislation will mean
greater efficiency in the Postal Service and give the necessary
relief to those worthy employees of the Government who have
patiently waited for justice and proper remuneration.

FORCE AND SALARIES IN PATENT OFFICE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11984) to increase the force and
salaries in the Patent Office, and for other purposes.

Mr. NORRIS obtained the floor.

Mr. McCUMBER. I suggest the absence of a quorum, as other
Senators have informed me that they wish to know when the
Senate resumes the consideration of a bill of the Senator from
Nebraska.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

The Reading Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Jones, Wash. Nugent Smoot
Brandegee Kenyon Pa Sutherland
Capper Keyes 'hipps Thomas
Comer Knox Pittman Underwood
Curtis Lodge Pomerene Walsh, Mass.
Ga McCumber Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
fHale MceNary Ree Wolecott
Harding Nelson Sheppard

Harrison New Simmons

Henderson Norris Smith, Md.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SurHERLAND in the chair).
Thirty-seven Senators have answered to their names, There is
not a quornm present. The Secretary wil call the names of the
absent Senators.

The Reading Clerk called the names of the absent Senafors,
and Mr. PHELAN, Mr. SPExcER, Mr. STERLING, Mr. ToOWNSEND,
Mr. TrAMMELL, and Mr. WapsworTH answered to thelr names
when called.
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Mr. BeckmaM, Mr. Dran, Mr., Harris, Mr, FErNArp, Mr,
Kexprick, Mr. DmriNeEAM, Mr, Farr, Mr., Overmaw, Mr.
CALDER, Mr. WARREN, Mr. Sranpey, Mr, Saare of Georgia, and
Mr. Rorinson entered the Chamber and answered to their names,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, there are several committee
amendments that are not printed. Since the first reading has
been dispensed with, I should like to take up the committee
amendments in their order. If the clerks at the desk will follow |

- me, I will state the amendments.

The first amendment is on line 7, page 1 of the bill, where I
move to strike ont “ $6,000 " and insert “ §$5,000."

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. NORRIS. On line 8, page 1, strike out “$5500” and
insert * $4,500.”

The amendment was agreed

Mr. NORRIS. On line 10,
*$4.000."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On page 2, line 1, strike out “ $5,000 " and insert
& M'mo_n

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 7, page 2, strike out “ $4,000” in both
places where it appears in the line, and insert in each place in
lien thereof “§3,500."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., NORRIS. On line 8, page 2, strike out *$4,200" and
insert “ $4,000.” i

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 9, strike out “$3,900” and insert
3 53,300.“

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 10, strike out “$3,900” and insert
13 ss'g{m-"

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 17, page 2, strike ont “ $3,900" and
insert * $3,300.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 18, after the word “at" where it
first appears, strike out “ $3,300 ” and insert * $3,000."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In the same line, strike out “$3,100" and
insert “ $2,900.”

_ The amendment was agreed to.
Mr. NORRIS. On line 19, strike
] sz'sm ”

to.
strike out * §5,000” and insert

out “$2,900” and insert
w

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 20, strike
[ $2I7w'u

“The amendment was agreed to. -

Mr. NORRIS. On the same line,
insert “ $2,400."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On the same line,
insert “ $2,200.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 21, strike
" &‘om.u

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS., On line 22, strike
[ $1 ’925.n

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On the same line,
insert “$1,800.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, NORRIS. On line 23, strike
“ $1.700."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On page 3, line 1,
insert “$2,400."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 2, strike out “§2,700"” and insert
+ $2,500."

Mr, POMERENE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. POMERENE. These are substantial changes in the bill
as it is now pending before the Senate. I should like to ask the
Senator how the salaries as amended will compare with the
galaries now being paid?

Mr. NORRIS. There will be an increase.

Mr. POMERENE. Of approximately how much?

Mr. NORRIS. 1t is difficult for me to tell the Senator that.
I can give him the information by looking up the figures in re-

out “$2,800” and insert
strike out “52_,-500" and
strike out '-'$2,350" and
out “$2,200" and insert
out “§2,050" and insert
strike out “$1,925™ and

out “$1,800” and insert

strike -out * $2,500™ and

gard to any one of them, or some of them,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, I will say to the Senator that
the increase will average about 25 per cent; some of them will
be increased a little more than 25 per cent, and some of them
over a third, or about a third, and some of them less than 235 °
per cent.

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the
committee agreed to these changes, not because they thought
all the changes ought to be made, though some of them probably
ought to be made, but there are some of the salaries in the bill
as it passed the House that do not correspond to similar salaries
in other bureaus and departments, Now, it will very likely be
the object of the conferees to make these salaries correspond.
If the amendments we are making here do not do it in all the
cases, I presume the conferees will come to that kind of an
agreement.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I simply want to make this
Observation: I happen to know something about the operations
of the Patent Office as it existed some years ago, and I think
there has been a general feeling among patent lawyers and
those who are particularly interested in that department that
the salaries paid to examiners and men of that type have been
very much below what they ought fo be. ?

Mr. NORRIS. There is not any doubt about it.

Mr. POMERENE. And as a result of these very low salaries,
many of the best men who have been employed in this depart-
ment have been attracted elsewhere by employers and inventors
and by patent-law officers, and so forth.

Mr, NORRIS. That is true.

Mr. POMERENE. I think that if the Patent Office is to be
administered as it should be, we ought to bear those facts in
mind and take counsel of them.

Mr. NORRIS. I agree with every word that the Senator says;
and what he has said about the facts as existing there I think
is undisputed.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in that connection, if the Sen-
ator will yield for just a moment——

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. So that the Senator may have some idea as to
the increases paid to the examiners, I wish to say that T am
of the same opinion as the Senator from Ohio in relation to the
past salaries paid to the examiners, and these are the increases
as reported. The Senator will remember that in 1916 we passed
a bill increasing the compensation of the employees of the
Patent Office, and the figures I shall give the Senator here in
regard to examiners are the salaries paid before 1916 and in
the current appropriation and under this bill.

Take the principal examiners: Before 1916 they received
$2,500, In the current appropriation they receive $2,700 and
in the House bill $3,900, and the compromise is $3,500; or, in
other words, that is an increase over what they had before
1916 of $1,000 a year. d 2

The salaries of the first assistant examiners before 1916 wers
$1,800. The current law gives them $2,400 and the proposed
increase runs from $2,900 to £3,300, and that was reduced to
$2,700 to $3,000. ;

The second assistant examiners before 1916 received $1,0600.
In the current law they receive $2,100, and the proposed in-
creases of the House were £2,850 to $2,800, and, of course, they
have been compromised by a reduction of about $150 to $200.

Mr, KING. Two thousand seven hundred dollars?

Mr. SMOOT. About that,

I might continue, but for the other classes of examiners the
increases are abount the same percentage as those of which I
have already spoken.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not remember whether
we had voted on the amendment on line 2, page 3. The amend-
ment is to strike out “ $2,700 ” and insert * $2,500.” Has that
amendment been agreed to?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not yet been agreed to.
The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, unfortunately I was called from
the Chamber for a moment, and, if the Senator will pardon me,
I should like to recur to the first item.

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly.

Mr. KING. What, if any, amendment was offered by the
Senator dealing with the first item of $6,0007

Mr. NORRIS. It was reduced to $5,000.

Mr. KING. And the second item, $5,500?

Mr. NORRIS. It was reduced to $4,500.

Mr. KING. And the third item, $5,0007

Mr. NORRIS. It was reduced to $4,000.

Mr. KING. And the five examiners in chief, $5,000 each?

Mr. NORRIS. That is reduced to $4,000.
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Mr. KING. That is an increase of substantially 30 per cent
over existing law?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.
an increase of $500.

Mr. KING. And the chief clerk—what reduection has been
made by the Senator in his salary? ¥

Mr. NORRIS. The “chief clerk—who shall be qualified to
act as principal examiner "—was reduced from $4,000 to

They are getting $3,500 now. That is

, 500,

Mr, KING. And the six law examiners?

Mr. NORRIS. The same reduction.

Mr., KING. The examiner of classification?

Mr. NORRIS. From $4,200 to $4,000.

Mr. KING. Two examiners of interference, whatever that
may be?

Mr. NORRIS. They are reduced from $3,900 to $3,300 each.

Mr. KING. Examiner of trade-marks and designs?

Mr. NORRIS. That is not changed.

Mr. SMOOT. It is not changed from the House provision,
but it is increased over the current law.

Mr. NORRIS. I am speaking of the House provision. The
figures I am giving the Senator are amendments to which the
Senate has already agreed, while the Senator was out of the
Chamber.

Mr. KING. 8o I have been advised. Does the Senator think
that the amendments thus far agreed to, in view of the changes
which have been made heretofore in their salaries, and the
increase, as I understand, in 1916, which was very substantial,
will comport with the other salaries paid in the various de-
partments of the Government?

Mr. NORRIS. Since I, as representing the committee, com-
promised on the amendments which have been offered and
agreed to, I have not had an opportunity to examine in order to
determine how they will compare; but that is what the com-
mittee want to do. In other words, they want anyone in the
Patent Office who is doing the same kind of work, and
the same kind of qualifications, as some one in the Post Office
Department, to get the same salary.

Mr. KING. It occurs to me that a number of these amounts
are very materially greater than those allowed in other de-
partments for similar services.

Mr. NORRIS. There are some which ought to be greater.
When there is a positien which requires a particular scientific
knowledge or technical training, which is not required of an
ordinary clerk, the man who fills it ought to get, in my judg-
ment, a larger salary than a man who has not spent the time
and money to qualify himself for such a position.

Mr. KING. I agree with the Senator entirely.

Mr, NORRIS. There are a great many technical employees
in the Patent Office, although they are designated as clerks.

Mr. KING. Does the bill increase the number of employees?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; and that is absolutely essential. Let
me say to the Senator, however, that the bill also increases the
fees of the Patent Office, so that the increase in the salaries
provided for in the bill, even if these reductions had not been
made, would much more than be provided for in the increased
income of the office.

Mr, KING. If the Senator will pardon me, that would not
warrant any increase in the personnel if it was not imperatively
demanded.

Mr. NORRIS. I admit that. I simply wanted the Senator
and the Senate to know that although there are increases in
salaries and increases in the number of employees, it is not
going to cost the taxpayers of the country anything to bring
that about. That would not be justified, of course, unless the
conditions demanded it.

Mr. KING. Of course, the burden which will result from the
increased compensation must rest upon somebody. It will be
paid by those seeking patents.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; it will

Mr. KING. And they in turn will pass the increase along
to the ultimate consumer, so that finally the ultimate consumer,
the laboring man, or whoever the consumer is, will have to
pay it

Mr. NORRIS. A man who gets a patent and pays $20 for it
instead of $15 will probably not be able to pass on that $5 to
the people who buy the article which is patented. He will pass
on the cost whether he pays that fee or not. It will not make any
difference in what the ultimate consumer pays; but the change
making the increase will bring in a very large sum of money.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, of course, without entering into a
‘discussion of economics, whatever increase there is in any ac-
tivity, somebody has to pay for it, and finally it will be dis-
tributed among the producers and consumers of the country.
The wage earner and the consumer ultimately have to pay the

-increases, no matter in what segment  of our society or social

organism that increase may be manifest.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator states an economic principle
broadly, and states it well and truly; but, like all rules, it has
some exceptions. I think this will be one. If the Senator paid
$£20 for his patent instead of $15 and manufactured a million
of the patented articles, he would never think about what the
patent cost him. It would be so small in computing his returns
that it could not be put in figures. I was in favor of increasing
the fee another $5, but the committee did not agree. It is not
a hardship, and we ought to recognize the fact that everything
has gone up in price. We have to pay larger salaries; we ought
to pay them. We have to pay them, particularly in an office of
this kind, or we can not get the work done. The man who
buys a patent right has to pay more for it. Everything has gone
up, and he ought to pay a little higher fee for getting it, I think,
in recognition of the general rise in all kinds of values.

Mr. KING. Of course, I agree with the Senator in that, and
vet, if the Senator will pardon an interruption, in many ex-
penditures now, whether it be for salaries of employees of the
Government or for any other purpose of the Government, we
ought to take into. account not alone existing high prices, but
the low level of prices which inevitably will be reached in the
near future. I think that it is unwise for us to predicate our
appropriations and our economic anticipations upon the standard
of prices to-day. Pretty soon we will have erected a scaffold
upon which we will be standing alone, if I may be permitted
the expression, and the tide of moving activity in business and
social intercourse will be far below. I think there ought to be
flexibility. If there are increases in any of the appropriations
for salaries there ought to be flexibility now, so that there may
be adjustments with the changes which will occur in our indus-
trial, our financial, and our economic policies.

Let me ask the Senator whether there is any necessity for
this increase of the personnel, and I make that inquiry in view
of statements made to me by persons who claim to be familiar
with the workings of this department? I have no knowledge
whatever upon the subject, but they aver that there are suffi-
cient employees, with reasonable diligence and zeal upon their
part, to fully perform all of the work incident to the office.

Mr. NORRIS. I have no hesitancy, Mr. President, in in-
forming the Senator that he has been misinformed. Of course,
I have not been down and made a study personally of the
Patent Office, and I do not know enough about the details of it
to give much information if I had been there, but the Senate
committee listened to a great deal of evidence, and so did the
House committee. A great many figures and a great many facts
were submitted to show that the Patent Office is really now in
a deplorable condition. They are short now. They are unable
to handle the business, and it is not up to date. We had called
to our attention the necessity frequently of prompt action, and
what was required in the examination of records in various
sorts of cases, and in litigation that might come up, where it
was a physical impossibility for the force at hand to conduct
them within the time fixed, and they had to go to court and get
extensions of time for taking depositions and all sorts of things
of that kind. :

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, the Senator has just stated
that they were very short of help. May I ask the Senator if
that has not been the condition in the Patent Office for many
years?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; but it is very acute now, because the
business of the office has increased very rapidly.

I may call the attention of the Senate to one instance, which
shows why they can not keep their employees: In the Patent
Office under existing law they have only 10 clerks of class 4,
10 clerks of class 3, 19 clerks of class 2, and 137 clerks of class
1. There is not any way to promote, no matter how efficient
they may become, from one grade to the other, because, as you
see, the law only authorizes 10 clerks of class 4, and they have
to have experts in those lines. Just compare that with some
of the other bureaus. The Indian Office has 18 clerks of class
4, 8 more than’ the Patent Office. The Pension Office has 87,
while this office has only 10. The Land Office has 37, the In-
ternal-Revenue Bureau has 52, and so on.

Mr, President, the next amendment is, on page 3, line 3, to
strike out “ $2,500 " and insert ‘ $2,400.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. The next amendment is on the same page,
line 4, to strike out ** $2,100” and insert “ $2,000."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In line 6, the same page, after the word “lan-
guages,” I move to strike out “ $2,400 " and insert “ $2,200.” *

The amendment was agreed to.
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Mr. NORRIS. The next amendment is on the same page, line
8, after the word * four,” to strike out “at $1,800 each.”

The amendment was agreed fo. -

Mr. NORRIS. The next amendment is on page 3, commenec-
ing with the last word on line 8 and ending with the word
“onch’ on line 9, striking out the words *at $1,600 each.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yleld to the.

Senator from Utah?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield.

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator whether the
clerks—and I use that term in a sort of generic sense—are not
paid more in this executive division than in other executive
divisions of the Government; and, if there is a discrimination,
whether there is any justification for it? ;

Mr. NORRIS. I do not think there is any discrimination, if
I understand the Senator's question. A clerk of class 4, for
instance, gets the same salary everywhere as do clerks of class
8, of class 2, or of class 1, as the case may be, no matter what
bureau or department they may be in, although in this office
particularly a clerk may be required to have qualifications far
superior to those of a clerk of the same class in another bureau.

Mr, KING. While I have the floor, may I ask the Senator,
in view of the fact that we have a reclassification bill on the
calendar, which is the result of months of laborious work upon
the part of a joint commission, which work was aided by ex-
perts of standing and ability and integrity, does the Senator
think we ought to ignore that report and take up the various
parts of that report in a piecemeal way? If we deal with
one branch of the Government service to-day and another to-
morrow, it seems to me that it would entirely disarrange the
plan which was formulated by the Jjoint commission, and
would lead to many injustices and compel the rearrangement
and readjustment and recoordination, if I may be permitted the
expression, of all the work which they have performed.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, in one sense the Senator is
right, but I would like to call his attention to two things: First,
this legislation passed through the House and was considered
by the Senate commrittee and reported to the Senate before the
bill of which the Senator speaks was introduced. I have not
had an opportunity or time to compare what is in this bill with
what is in the other. The Senator would have been impressed,
if he had been on the committee and had listened to the hear-
ings, and he would recognize that more important than what he
has said is the emergency which the committee felt exists in
the Patent Office. It has been an emergency for some time, but
it never was so acute as now. A good many of the best men
have left; there are other good men remaining who have, many
of them, had offers in private business, from various corpora-
tions and organizations, which like and have to have the em-
ployment of scientific men in their particular lines, at higher
wages; and those men are still remaining., They are not getting
enough to support themselves and their families in the city of
Washington now. They can not always stand that. I was in-
formed just a day or two ago by one of the principal officers of
the Patent Office that on.a careful investigation they had found
quite a number of their employees who had said, “I can not
permanently remain where I am at the salary which I am get-
ting. If the Senate will even pass the bill so that it gets into
conference I will have a hope that some time during the next
session this increase will be given, and I am going to hang on
and stay.” They persuade these men to stay who are good, be-
cause the men realize that they are very much handicapped.
There are a great many men, some of the best men in the Pat-
ent Office, who are in that position. They have a patriotic feel-
ing, they like their work, they want to stay there, and they
realize the damage it would be to the people and the country
if they accepted these offers of higher salaries and left. So that
there is a real emergency confronting us in this office.

The Senator knows what it means to have a comprehensive
bill like the one which has been introduced, that applies to all
the salaries of all the employees of the Government, and that
it avill probably be two or three years before it is enaected into
law. In the meantime the Patent Office would be defunct.
When that is enacted, if it ever occurs, any changes of present
salarfes as provided for in this legislation, of course, would
take ief!ect just the same as though we had not changed those
salaries. .

8o I feel, and I feel very deeply. The Senator realizes that
I have no interest whatever in the legislation except as a Mem-
ber of this body and a citizen of the country. I have no inter-
est in my State involved in it in any way, or any of my con-
stituents, nor have any of the other members of the committee.
We did pass last night, and we were careful to pass it so it

became a law, a bill introduced long after this one was. It
did not get on the calendar until long after this one. That
applied to the Post Office Department, of course a larger de-
partment and covering more territory and having a lot of
voters in it, while this has not. We saw to it that those salaries
were increased, while all the distance we want to travel in this
case is to get the bill in conference, assuming we get the bill
through here before we adjourn.

Mr. KING. May I trespass for a moment upon the Senator’s
time? I agree, of course, with the Senator's general observa-
tion that conditions in the country have called for an increase
in the compensation of employees, and I have in a number of
instances, where I have been acquainted with manufacturers
and the heads of corporations and persons who have been en-
gaged in large business, communicated with them and urged
that there be a liberal increase in the compensation allowed
employees.

It has been apparent during this orgy of high prices that
many employees of the Government, as well as hundreds of
thousands in private business, have been inadequately compen-
sated. They have suffered, they have been unable out of the
wages received to live properly and to properly support and
educate their children. This condition has been most unfor-
tunate. A proper wage must be paid to all, and the human ele-
ment should be the paramount consideration in all proper legis-
lation as well as in the relations between individuals and com-
munities.

I have felt with respect to Government employees that during
this reign of high prices we ought to make liberal contributions
in the shape of annual bonuses or allowances, whatever they
may be denominated, that would measurably meet these high
prices and the requirements of the employees. I have believed
that it was unwise to fix a rigid system during the period of
flux the same as it would be unwise for a manufacturer or a
vendor of goods to fix a rigid price for the commeodities sold
to the public. There is a fluid condition, an unstable condition,
in the economic and in the industrial world. I believe that it
will prove to be the wiser and better policy and prove fairer to
the employee and to the country if in dealing with the guestion
of salaries and compensation those having to deal with the
matter fix no inflexible policy now. There should be generous
annual appropriations by way of bonuses or increased compen-
sation until a condition of stability, or reasonable stability, is
reached ; then a general law may be enacted by the Government
dealing in a just and liberal manner with all its employees.

I was in sympathy with the proposition to appoint a reclassi-
fication commission and believed that its work weuld be help-
ful and prove of real benefit to the country and to the em-
ployees.

Since their report has been submitted I have believed that
it would be better not to consider separately branches of the
Government service treated in the report, but if the question
of salaries and classification was considered the entire report
should be taken up. If we deal separately with certain em-
ployees there is danger of dislocating the proposed plan, of
marring if not destroying the work of the commission. Eventu-
ally we would be compelled to readjust their entire work with
a view to coordinating it with the work which the Congress had
done in making changes in the various classes of employees of
the Government. :

I think the Senator by his confession has conceded that there
is some danger of that. The Senator has said there is an
exigency here which calls for this legislation. I should like
to say to the Senator that in many business activities in the
United States there is an exigency. The agriculturists of the
United States are in an extremely dangerous situation. Their
employees have flocked to the cities because the antomobile
establishments and manufacturing plants are paying large
wages, and many individuals have left positions of permanent
employment, positions which they have held for years and
which promised them permanent employment for the future,
enticed by the high wages, temporary in character, offered in
some new line of employment.

I suggest to the Senator, by way of inquiry, whether it is
opportune to enact permanent legislation dealing with wages
when conditions are abnormal and violent mutations are of
daily occurrence.

A year will produce profound changes in the industrial eondi-
tion of the United States and of the world. Within a year or
two many of those who have left the Government service and
have left positions in private employment will be crowding back,
asking for their old positions in the Government service as well
as in private service.

It is obvious that when prices fall, when the price of manu-
factures and farm products come down, when the price of
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living is reduced, wages will fall. I hope wages will never
reach the low levels of the past. There must be a due regard for
the laborer, for the farmer, for the producer of wealth. I con-
fess T feel a greater interest in those who add by their labors
and toil to the wealth and comfort and happiness of the world
than in any other class of society.

Mr. NORRIS. The next amendment which I propose is, in
line 10, page 3, to strike out the words “ at $1,200 each.”

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that on line 9 the
words “at $1,400 each ™ ought to be stricken out.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that ought to be done. I move that
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AsSSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 3, line 9, after the words
“class 2,” strike out the words “ at $1,400 each.”

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator if the reason these
figures are to be eliminated is found in the fact that the exist-
ing law covers the compensation?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; the words are surplusage;-they do not
mean anything.

Mr, SMOOT. They are statutory positions.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, NORRIS. In line 10, page 3, I move to strike out the
words “at $1,200 each.”

The amendment was agreed to. 3

Mr. NORRIS. In line 11, page 3, I move to sirike out
“$1,800 " and insert “ $1,600.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In line 12, page 3, I move to amend by strik-
ing out “ $1,600 " and inserting * $1,500.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In line 12, page 3, I move to amend by strik-
ing out “ $1,400 " and inserting “ $1,200."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In line 18, page 3, I move to amend.by strik-
ing out “ $1,100” and inserting * $900.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In line 14, page 3, I move to strike out
“$1,080" in both places in the line and in each case insert
*$840 " in lieu thereof.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. In line 15, after the word *aids,” I move to
insert the words “ at $720 each.”

The amendment was agreed to. [

Mr. NORRIS. In line 16, page 3, I move to amend by strik-
ing out “ $720” and inserting in lieu thereof “ $500.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. New in the chair). Does
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr, NORRIS., Certainly.

Mr, KING. May I inquire of the Senator, in view of the
large clerical force provided above, whether there is any neces-
sity for so large a force of copyists, messengers, and so on,
as has just been provided for? For instance, I notice here 100
clerks of a certain class, 125 of another class, and 100 of another
class. It seems to me, with so large a clerical force, it would
not require the additional number of employees provided for
other positions. It is sometimes possible to determine the
number of clerks and the number who might be denominated
as subelerks required with reference to the superior officers
in the organization. It seems to me this bill is rather * top-
heavy” in the “lower structure,” if I may be permitted an
“ Irishism.”

Mr. NORRIS. The committee, of course, does not want to
get any more employees than are necessary to do the business,
but we have to rely upon the evidence. I was going to give the
Senator the exact figures, The members of the committee were
impressed with the faet, from all our investigations, that this
increase of employees is necessary to do the work. I confess I
was dumbfounded when I learned from the evidence of the con-
dition that the business is in at the Patent Office at the present
time.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, right there I wish to say——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does'the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Utah,

Mr, NORRIS, Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I had no idea that there was to be such an
increase in the number of employees in the Patent Office when
the Senator and I were talking about compensation, but I see
from the report there is a very great increase in the number of
all of the employees.

Mr. NORRIS. Noj; there is a reduction as to one class.

Mr. SMOOT. I am taking them as a whole. Of course, the
reduction comes about by reducing the number in the class
receiving lower salaries and increasing their compensation,

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. That is how the reduction comes about; but,
on the whole, the number is increased.

I desire to say to the Senator from Nebraska that when the
legislative appropriation bill was under consideration an esti-
mate came from the Patent Office stating the number of clerks
and the number of examiners and others of that class of em-
ployees which they desired by way of increase. The Senate
allowed the number of employees estimated for through the
Secretary of the Treasury, which was an increase in the number
of employees provided for by tlie House. It is true that after
wards a supplemental estimate was submitted which asked for
a few more employees, but that request was not granted by
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate. However, we did
give them the number originally estimated for through the
Treasury Department. The increase in the number of em-
ployees is so great, as proposed in this bill, that I have wondered
whether the Senator from Nebraska had made a careful study
of the matter and whether he thinks the number asked for is
really necessary,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President, I have to say to the Senator,
as I did to his colleague, that I have no personal knowledge of
those cases. For instance, let me call the attention of the Sen-
ate to some of the increases in the number of employees. At
the present time, under existing law, there are only 10 clerks of
class 4. The man who realizes what it means to be in a depart-
ment where one can work until he is grayheaded without any
opportunity or chance of being promoted can see at a glance
what that means to a clerk in a lower class. There is no chance
of promotion. Under the law to which the senior Senator from
Utah refers, the number of employees was increased to 11; so
that, under House bill 1251, the legislative appropriation bill,
which I understand has been signed by the President, 11 clerks
of class 4 are provided for.

Mr. SMOOT. But this bill proposes to provide for 22.

Mr. NORRIS. By this bill it is proposed to provide for 22
of class 4.

Mr., SMOOT. That is double the number.

Mr. NORRIS. They will have 11 when the legislative bill
goes into effect. They only have 10 now; and they will also
have 11 of class 3. The pending bill gives them 33.

Mr. SMOOT. Three times the present number?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes, sir; and there ought to be three times the
present number, as I understand the situation.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to the Senator that the Commis-
sioner of Patents could not go to the Secretary of the Treasury
and secure an estimate for such an increase in the number of
empg)yees, and the Commissioner of Patents knew that he could
not do it.

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, I do not know whether or not he
could do so now, but I have an idea that if the provision is in
the law he will be able to get them.

“Mr, SMOOT. If we pass this bill he will be able to do so,
but what I mean to say is that the Commissioner of Patents
could not go to the Secretary of the Treasury and get an esti-
mate for submission to Congress and to the Appropriations
Committee asking for that increased number of' employees.

Now, I will say to the Senator that for the next fiseal year
we gave the Patent Office in the legislative, executive, and
judicial appropriation bill, which the President has signed, the
increased number asked for in the original estimate which was
sent to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury. While, as
I have said, subsequently there was an application for a few
more employees, it did not include anything like the increased
number now proposed.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, there is one thing, particularly
in an office like the Patent Office, that I think will be apparent
to any fair-minded man who will give honest consideration to
the matter, and that is that there ought to be a larger number
of clerks of class 4 and of class 3 than in any other ordinary
office of the Government, because they need experts in that
office, men who are qualified and trained. Such men are much
more valuable than the ordinary clerks, and the Patent Office
ought to have them. Yet they must be designated under the
law as clerks, and unless they may be promoted to the higher
classes they ean not be properly compensated, and the Patent
Office ean not retain their services. ' ]

Mr., SMOOT. The Senator is mistaken as to that. The clerk
in the Patent Office is doing exactly the same work that the
clerk in any other depariment of the ®overnment is doing. The
inerease that is really needed is in the number of examiners.
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They are the specialists ; they are the ones who do the technical
work; and in the appropriation bill to which I have referred,
in accordance with the estimate, there has been provided an
increase in the number of principal examiners from 45 to 47.
Then there has been provided an increase in the number of
first assistant examiners from 90 to 100, and in the number of
second assistant examiners from 90 to 100.

Mr, NORRIS. From what line and page is the Senator from
Utah reading?

Mr. SMOOT. I am now reading from the current appropria-
tion.

Mr. NORRIS. I thought the Senator was reading from the
pending bill.

Mr. SMOOT, No; I am reading from the current appropria-
tion bill in connection with the appropriation bill for the next
fiscal year and showing the number of increases in each class
as named. In other words, Mr. President, the current law
provides 90 first assistant examiners, 90 second assistant ex-
aminers, 90 third assistant examiners, and 90 fourth assistant
examiners, and all four of those classes have been increased
by 10 examiners each, making in the examining force of the
Patent Office in those four classes of employees an increase
of 40. I wish to say to the Senator that the Commissioner of
Patents never would have come here and made such a request
of the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. NORRIS. Now, Mr. President——

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment. Yet, if we are going to in-
crease the number of employees in the Patent Office, the increase
ought to be in the force of examiners; I recognize that fact;
but here is an increase of over 10 per cent in the number of
employees. I am not now complaining of the increase that we
have agreed upon in the compensation of the examiners, because
they are technical men; they have to prepare themselves for
this special work; but when it comes to a clerk of the fourth
class or of the third class or of the second class or of the first
class, they do exactly the same work and keep the books in the
Patent Office just as similar clerks perform similar services in
the Interior Department, in the office of the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs, in the Bureau of the General Land Office, or
any other bureau or department of the Government, and they
are paid the same.

Mr., NORRIS. Let me say to the senior Senator from Utah
and also to the junior Senator from Utah, both of whom are
complaining about the number of the employees in the Patent
Office, that I feel, and I think the committee feels, that we have
not given them too many ; but if it be true that the Secretary
of the Treasury has refused to estimate for the larger number
and that they can not use that number, then will the Senators
agree to the amendment which I am about to suggest, with the
explanation that the conferees will take that question up di-
rectly with the proper officials of the Government and ascer-
tain, if they can, what increase will be sufficient? The amend-
ment I have in mind will reduce the number of some of the
clerks, and, if adopted, would go to conference with the under-
standing I have indicated.

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing that that shall be done,
and I think that when the Senator makes fhe investigation—
and I know that he will make it if he says he will—he will find
that the increase in the number of employees as provided in this
bill is altogether too great.

Mr. NORRIS, I am making this proposition because we have
not changed the House text, and unless we do something of that
kind it can not be changed in conference.

Mr, SMOOT. That is true; the Senator is correct.

Mr. NORRIS. Now, I will say that I am quite desirous for
the reason which I have already stated to provide an increased
number of clerks in certain classes. Everyone must concede
that there ought to be a much larger number of clerks of class
3 and 4, because it takes away the initiative, it takes away the
ambition of a clerk when he gets in an office to realize that no
promotion is in his way, and that he has to depend upon a
small number above him, 10, for instance, to resign or to die
in order that he may be advanced.

I have known for years that the Patent Office is one of the
poorest places in the Government service in which to secure
promotion, and for that reason they are not able to keep the
good clerks, for they try to get in some other office. That con-
dition has arisen because of the fact that they are so few of
the higher class of clerks, and it was hardly possible to secure
promotion, no matter how efficient the employee might be.

Mr. SMOOT. There is another reason for that, namely, that
the clerks in the Patent Office are provided for ard enumerated
in the law; in other words, they fall under the statutory roll;
whereas in many of the other departments erployees are paid

from a lump-sum appropriation, and their compensation may
be fixed at almost any rate the head of the division or bureau
or department desires. Consequently other employees of the
Government want to be transferred to the bureau or division or
department the employees of which are paid from a lump-sum
appropriation.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I am anxious to get along as
rapidly as I can, and I will make this suggestion: So far as I
am personally concerned, although I amn not autherized to do so
by the committee, I will make no objection to an amendment
that will change “22" in class 4 to “18,” “33" in class 3 to
“25," and “100” in class 2 to “ 75.”

Mr. SMOOT. Why not merely double the number of clerks
provided for in the current law? I do not refer to the law
which has passed to apply to the next fiscal year, but to the
current law,

Mr. NORRIS. I understand what the Senator means, but
there is one provision in the current law In this instance that
should never apply to n well-organized office. There always
ought to be more clerks in the lower class than in the higher,
and as it stands now there are just the same number in the
Patent Office in class 4 as there are in class 3. If we double
the number in both cases the same condition will exist.

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to double the number
of class 3 clerks and make it 18, which will be 5 100 per cent
increase.

Mr. NORRIS. No.

Mr, SMOOT. In the current law there are nine provided for.
We gave them one extra. Now, it is proposed to double the
nine,

Mr. NORRIS.
of 11.

Mr. SMOOT. There are only 9 in the current law, I will say
to the Senator, and there was 1 extra given in the law for the
next fiseal year, which makes 10.

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator is wrong, but that is quite
immaterial. The current law gives them 10, and the bill of
“'l:i]f_';l the Senator speaks gives them 11; but that is not ma-
terial.

Mr. SMOOT. No; there is only a difference of one employee.

Mr. NORRIS. The point I am making is that we want this
office to be properly organized, and in a properly organized office
of this kind the number of clerks should decrease as the salary
increases.

Mr. SMOOT. That is true.

Mr. NORRIS. I do not want to make the number of fourth-
class clerks and the third-class clerks the same. The Senator
gets the point I am making, I think,

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but to-day they are exactly the same.

Mr. NORRIS. I know they are, but I want to change that,
and this law changes it; but, according to the Senator's propo-’
sition, if I doubled them in each case, it would still leave the
proportions in the various classes the same, I have not the
place in the bill. Let me see where it Is. -

Mr. SMOOT. We can agree upon the number, and then put
them in at the proper place.

Mr., NORRIS. We can get the amendment through right now.

Mr. SMOOT. They are on page 3, line 7.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, on page 3, line 7, I move to
strike out “ 22, at the end of the line, and insert * 18.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AsSsSISTANT SECRETARY. On page 3, line 7, at the end of
the line, it is proposed to strike out “22" and in lieu thereof
to insert “18,” so that it will read “ 18 of class 4.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. And, on line 8, I move to strike out * 33" and
insert “25." :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated,

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. On line 8, it is proposed to strike
out “83,” before the words * of class 8,” and in lieu thereof to
insert “25."

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. On line 9, I move to strike out “ 100" and in-
sert “75.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On line 9, it is proposed to strike
out “100,” before the words “of class 2,” and in lieu thereof
to insert * 75.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, under current law there ara
only 17 of class 2 That number is increased from 17 to 100.

Mr. NORRIS, To 75.

Mr. SMOOT. But, I say, that is too much of an increase.

We gave them one extra, which makes a total
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Mr. NORRIS. No; the Senator forgets now that in elass 1,
under the legislative act which we have been speaking of, there
are 137, and under this bill we have only 125.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. Now, there Is a reduction of 12.

Mr. SMOOT. And there is an increase of the other of 83.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. It goes without saying, however, that
we must have a large increase to do the work of this office;
and if we put the number at T6—fOr instance, take the Pension
Office, take the Indian Office, or almost any of those offices——

Mr. SMOOT. There is not any comparison as to the clerk
hire in those offices.

Mr. NORRIS. I think so.

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, not when you take into consideration the
number of employees, and that is what we always have to take
into consideration when we are grithting elerks. I do not want
to eripple the Patent Office. I know the importance of it. I
want to give them all the employees that are necessary to do
the work and keep the work current; but because they think
now that they can come in here and get what they want, I do
not think they ought to be allowed to ask for whatever number
they wish and put it through. I do not believe that is fair. All
I want is to do the fair thing by the Patent Office, and I be-
lieve it is outrageous to increase the number of clerks from 17
to 100. I shall have no objection if the Senator will put it
down say to 50—that is 300 per cent increase—and let it go to
conference,

Mr. NORRIS. It is an increase from 17 to 75. All right:
with the understanding that we will investigate it and see if
we can do the work with that number, I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The AssisTANT SecBETARY. On line 9, it is proposed to strike
out * 100, before the words “ of class 2, and in lieu thereof to
insert “uO” so that it will read “ 50 of class 2"

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, several of the other amend-
ments, until we get over further, are printed, and the Secretary
can state them from the bill.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
what disposition was made of the next item, “ 125 of class 1"?

Mr., SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I am perfectly
willing to inerease that by 10 if the Senator wishes,

Mr. NORRIS. I do not think it ought to be increased, Mr,
President. =

Mr. KING. What is the present number?

Mr, NORRIS. One hundred and thirty-seven.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, that is including the bill that is on
the way now. I only have current law.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator with respect to
the item on lines 10 and 11, “ 100 at $1,100 each ®? What is the
current law?

Mr. SMOOT. The current law provides for 91, and I think
eiths(;r('l one or two are added under the bill that we have just
pas

Mr. NORRIS. What page is that?

Mr. KING. Page 3, lines 10 and 11.

Mr, NORRIS. \Vhat is the Senator's question?

Mr. KING. What number of clerks come under that class in
the existing law?

Mr, NORRIS. Does the Senator mean how many of class 1
and how many of the other class?

Mr. KING. Yes. I do not know the class. It says “100 at
$1,100 each.”

Mr. SMOOT. That is not class 1. Class 1 is $1,200 each,
and its says “at $1,100,” and we have got to leave that at
$1,100, because the statutory roll only provides for clerks of
class 4 at $1,800, clerks of class 3 at $1,600, clerks of class 2 at
$1,400, and clerks of class 1 at $1,200.

Mr. KING. I am familiar with that; but—

Mr. NORRIS., Right there—the Senator has called my atten-
tion to the matter—I desire to ask whether we agreed to an
amendment on line 11?7

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. One amendment on line 11 was
agreed to, fo strike out *“ $1,800 " at the end of the line and in
lieu thereof to insert *$1,600.”

IMl:é. SMOOT. That is the item referring to draftsmen, not
cler

The AssrsTaNT SEcreTary. That is the only one.

Mr. KING. If the Senator will excuse me, I am rererrmg
to the words “100 at $1,100 each,” found in lines 10 and 11,

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senatnr that the current law
provides for 91, and that number has been increased to 100.
In the bill that is now on the way to the President it may be
that that was increased by 2; and, if so, there are 93. will
‘say to the Senator that I have not the least objection to that

increase. I think that is all right, and I would not ask a de-
crease in that number; and I will say also to the Senator from
Nebraska that I think the next item, where 40 copyists are pro-
vided for, ought to be increased, because in the Patent Office
that is exactly the work that ought to be and must be kept
current. To-day we have 120 copyists, and in this bill they
have been reduced to 40. Now, that is not altogether right.

. Mr. NORRIS. What page is that?

Mr. SMOOT. That is page 3, line 13—* 40 copyists, at $1,100
each.Il

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I take the testimony for it
They do not want any more. They did not ask us to give them
any more, and I assume that this is enough to do the work. I
shall not object to an amendment if the Senator wants to
offer it.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I will state why I offer it, and
then I will let it go out if the Senator will take it into consid-
eration. What they intend to do is to take those copyists that
we are paying to-day as copyists and add them in the different
grades as clerks. I want these increased so that if they decide
upon the 50 elerks instead of 100 there will be a provision in
the bill that is in conference so as to take care of the copyists.

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator wants to increase the 40, I
shall make no objection.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I move that the word “ forty ” be stricken
out, and that * seventy-five” be inserted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The ReapiNng Crerx. On page 3, line 13, it is proposed to
strike out * 40,” and in lieu thereof to insert b { it

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, SMOOT. That will allow the Senator, when he gets into
conference, to decide as to whether it shall be 40 or 75.

Mr, NORRIS, The amendments I have suggested are all
except those that are printed and marked in the bill. I ask
the Secretary to continue to state the amendments.

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
gﬁfﬂm from Nebraska just a question or two relative to this

I notice, Mr. President, that on page 3, line 6, there is a pro-
vision for a translator of languages at-$2,400. I should like to
ask the Senator from Nebraska what the duties oi the trans-
lator of languages are?

Mr., NORRIS. I think the name indicates pretty well the
duties of the position. They have a great many foreign pat-
ents, The Patent Office exchanges patents with foreign Govern-
ments. There is in this bill a provision in the way of an amend-
ment giving them statutory authority to do that. They have
been doing it, however, for a great many years; and anybody
can see that it is quite necessary that we should furnish copies
of patents to other Governments, and in exchange get copies of
their patents.

Mr. HENDERSON. That is quite true. Now, I should like
to know, if the Senator knows, what the present salary is, and
what is the difference between the salary they are receiving to-
day and that provided for in the bill?

Mr. NORRIS. I have it here, but it may take me just a little
while to find it.
Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator in just a minute. The

present salary is $1,800.

Mr. HENDERSON. One thousand eight hundred dollars?

Mr. SMOOT. That is the current law.

Mr. HENDERSON. ‘I should also like to know if there are
any other departments in the Government service employing
translators of languages?

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, the State Department have many, many
of them,

Mr. HENDERSON.
other departments?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, I want to bring this fact to the
attention of the Senate: We are here leégislating for one class
in one department, when we have translators of languages in
a great many departments. The report of the Reclassification
Commission on page 832, Title 44, Translating Service, covers
the entire Government service in Washington. It seems to me
that when we come to the reclassification of the salaries of the
Federal employees, we should do it as systematically as pos-
sible, and take up all of the services, all of the classes, and
handle the matter so that there will be no inequalities and no
injustices done to any branch of the service.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator is right, and I
said so a while ago, and discussed it, and gave the reasons I had
as to why we should do this. We did it in the case of the Post
Office Department, and I listened to the Senator last night—
or perhaps it was this morning—when he discussed the very

And the Agricultural Department, and
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point he is making as applied to the bill which was pending
at that time, relating to the Post Office Department.

Mr. HENDERSON. It was last night.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator’s remarks were very apt, it is
true; but, as I said, I think we are confronted with an emer-
gency in this particular place, and I called attention to what
the Senator alluded to. We have put the Post Office Depart-
ment in a condition where that increase is going into effect.
We have passed the bill, and it is going to become a law. This
bill will not go any further than a conference committee until
next December; but when we do legislate, as we ought to, on
the bill which carries out the report which the Senator has
mentioned, of course if it changes what we put in the law
now—and the Post Office Department, which is already reor-
ganized, will be under this law—if we make that change, when
we come to a general reorganization, which I hope we will
reach without delay, then that reorganization will be followed,
of course.

Mr. HENDERSON. But I just wanted to tell the Senator
that the Joint Reclassification Commission was excluded from
reclassifying the salaries of the postal employees, as well as
the employees of the navy yard. The bill creating our com-
mission did not permit us to reclassify those salaries. That
is why the other commission was appointed to reclassify the
salaries of the postal employees, and a report was recently
filed on that matter. Our work related solely to the Federal
employees of the District of Columbia, exclusive of the Postal
Service and navy yard.

Mr. NORRIS. Does not the Senator think it ought to include
the post-office employees? Why should it not include them?

Mr. HENDERSON. There was another commission to do that
work. I suppose that is the reason.

Mr. NORRIS. I understand that, but why should not the
post-office employees be equalized with those of other depart-
ments, the same as was done with other branches or bureaus
or departments? >

Mr. HENDERSON. The work of the commission was for the
purpose of reclassifying the salaries of the Postal Service. I
will call the Senator’s attention to the fact that that service
covers not only the District but the entire country, while our
work was confined to the District of Columbia.

Mr. NORRYS. Let me ask the Senator, if he has it there,
what salary the Commission on IRteclassification gave to trans-
lators?

Mr. HENDERSON. We have, of course, grouped the different
classes, provided for their duties, their qualifications, and their
line of promotion. For instance, take translator A. That is
the first head. The salaries we recommend run from $1,320
to $1,600. Then we have junior translator, senior translator,
angd principal translator.

Mr. NORRIS. What does the principal translator get?

Mr. HENDERSON. For principal translators the first year
salaries are $2,400. Then it goes in steps from $2,400, The
first step is to $2,520, then to $2,640, then to $2,760.

- Mr. NORRIS. That is the maximum?

Mr. HENDERSON. That is the maximum; $2,760.

Mr, NORRIS. I thank the Senator.

Mr. SMOOT. After $2,200 was tentatively agreed upon for
translator of languages in the Patent Office, I took occasion to
look at the appropriations which were made for translators in
the other departments. In fact, when this bill was first printed,
I had a number of translators of the State Department call on
me, and a lady who I know is one of the very best franslators in
that department said, “If this bill becomes a law I want
you to get me a transfer to the Patent Office just as quickly as
you can. I have been a translator in the State Department, and
I was promised $1,800 per annum for that work. I have been
receiving only $1,600"; of course, with the bonus which she
got. Every translator in the Government who is receiving four-
teen, fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, or eighteen hundred dollars
will wonder how it is that for the same work translators in
the Patent Office receive compensation amounting to $400 more
than the other departments are paying. But I am not going to
question that at this time. I only wanted to say that after that
was tentatively agreed upon at $2,200, I looked it up, and I found
that salaries in the other departments are very much lower than
those in this office,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I want to inguire of the Senator
from Nebraska, directing his attention to page 2, line 16, as to
47 principals at $3,900 each. The current law provides for
how many, if the Senator will inform me? :

Mr, SMOOT. Forty-five.

Mr. NORRIS. Principal examiners?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. The law for the current year provides for 43;
the appropriation act for the next fiscal year provides for 45;
and this bill for 47.

Mr. KING. A Dbill was recently passed increasing the num-
ber of employees in the Patent Office. Was not that increase
along all or most of the lines in the office, and was it not passed
because of the congested condition and for the purpose of
meeting the claimed needs of the service?

Mr. NORRIS. Of course*that was done by the Appropria-
tions Committee, and I am not on that committee. There were
some increases made in the appropriation bill. But they did
not undertake, as I understand it, to go into the reorganization
which the Committee on Patents did; they only touched it, in
fact. Those increases weré very slight.

Mr. KING.: Mr, President, I confess that I look with some
misgivings upon a bill which is presented for our consideration
which shows such enormous increases in the personnel of any
department., And it will be remembered that we increased the
employees within the District of Columbia during the war
nearly, if not quite, 100,000. Prior to the war there were about
32,000 employees of the Government in the District of Columbia.
There has been no adequate reduction since then, and it seems
impossible to secure any. Notwithstanding efforts made by
Senators and Representatives to effectuate reforms and re-
ductions, it has been impossible to get the bureaus and the
heads of departments to consent to any substantial reduc-
tion. So now, nearly two years after peace, there are in Wash-
ington more than a hundred thousand employees as against
32,000 before the war. It seems to me that the Republican
Party, charged as it is with the legislative work of the Govern-
ment, ought to seek economy and ought to so legislate as to
compel a reduction in the number of Federal employees. The
number is too great, and everyone familiar with the situation
knows it. I have had hundreds of employees of the Govern-
ment communicate with me and complain about the super-
abundance of clerks and other employees in the District

There are thousands of officials here of the highest character.
They desire efficient service and rebel against the retention of
inefficient and unnecessary employees. We should order a dis-
missal of unnecessary employees and increase the compensation
of the efficient and faithful ones.

Promotions should be made based on efficiency and every
encouragement should be offered to those who whole-heartedly
and sincerely serve the Government.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me,
in a general way I agree with what he says about the reduc-
tion in the number of employees; but the Patent Office is really
a business institution. Its activities have been continually
increasing, and they will continue to increase. The war has
resulted in giving a permanent increase to the business, in my
judgment, in the Patent Office along certain lines, in chemistry
and other sciences, so it is not like a bureau which was bullt up
in a night, as was the War Risk Insurance Bureau and the
other bureaus which it became necessary to create during the
war. It is really a business institution, doing a very large
business, which is increasing all the time.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I can not quite understand how
the Patent Office has been able to function and to do good work
with the number of employees which it has had in the past if it
is essential, for it to perform its work, that it must now have
this enormous increase in the number of employees. As I have
hastily glanced at the bill—I do not have before me the cur-
rent law—it seems to me there must be an increase in the
number of employees of nearly or quite 100 per cent. It ap-
pears to me that an increase of 10 to 25 per cent is all that
should be required. I can not understand the necessity for this
very great increase. The Senator from Nebraska knows that
if Congress should listen to the appeals of the heads of execu-
tive departments there never would be any decrease in the
number of employees. When we have added to some of these
departments, or at least have permitted them to add large num-
bers of employees, the demand has usually been for still more.

I ask the Senator again if he regards it as necessary that
there should be this enormous increase, and whether the Sec-
retary of the Interior, not in a perfunctory way, but upon ex-
amination, has approved these demands, and whether the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, who is charged under the law with the
duty of submitting proper estimates to Congress bearing upon
the gmestion of employees, costs of departments, and so forth,
approves of this great increase in the personnel of the Patent
Office. 1 venture the assertion, receiving mno response, that
there has been no approval by the heads of these departments
of this great increase.

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Henperson] has just called
attention to the fact that the Reclassification Commission ap-
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pointed by Congress considered the personnel of the Patent
Office and classified the employees therein. :I‘hls commission
also recommended the compensation to be paid the employees
therein. They constitute a part of the 1,700 classes of em-
ployees into which the great army of employees has been
divided in the report which has been submitted for our con-
sideration. Notwithstanding the report is before us, and the
bill recommended carrying this report into effect is before us,
we take up in a piecemeal fashion particular branches of the
Government, dealt with by this commission, and seek to change
the compensation in those branches from existing law, and of
course to change the compensation from the recommendations
prescribed by the commission.

I want to eall the attention of the Senate to the fact that if we
take up in this fashion the Patent Office we shall be called
upon to take up some other branches, and if we establish rates
of compensation for the employees of the Patent Office at a
different time from the consideration of this general bill, we
are bound to make some changes in existing law, and when we
consider other departments, the changes which we have made
will be brought to our attention, and we will be asked to con-
form our legislation to such changes. The result will be that
we will be proceeding in a sort of stepladder style with our
legislation. There will be no uniformity, there will be no
stability, there will be no security, and we will spend our time
here from sesslon to session adjusting and readjusting and
adjusting again to meet the changing conditions which have
resulted from this piecemeal method of dealing with the subject.

I think it is a mistake, notwithstanding this exigent condition
to which the Senator refers, to proceed in this manner. I think
it would be far wiser if we would take up a general bill and
deal with the subject in a scientific, systematie, broad, and
comprehensive manner. However, I have helped the Senator
bring this bill to the attention of the Senate, because of the
claims made that the service in the office was breaking down,
and I was willing to join in avoiding a catastrophe if one
threatened the service. But I am afraid that the need i? not as
great as has been represented by some interested parties, and
that the Patent Office will continue to function in a fair way
without this bill. I shall vote for the bill, with some amend-
ments, because I shall rely upon the conference committee
denling in a just manner with the questions presented.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
next amendment.

The Reaping Cregk. On page 7, beginning with line 20, to
_strike out the rest of that page, all of page 8, and through
line 18, on page 9, as follows: .

Sec. 7. That section 4921 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same
is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“ Sgc, 4921, The several courts vested with jurisdiction of cases
arising under the patent laws shall have power to grant injunctions
according to the course and principles of courts of equity, to prevent
the violation of any right secured by patent, on such terms as the
court may deem reasonable; and upon a decree being rendered in any
such case for an infringement the complainant shall be entitled to
recover, in addition to the profits to be accounted for by the defendant,
the damages the complainant has sustained thereby, and the court
ghall assess the same or cause the same to be assessed under its direc-
tion. If on the proofs it shall appear that the complainant has suf-
fered damage from the Infringement or that the defendant has realized
profits therefrom to which the complainant is justly entitled, but that
such damaF& and profits are not susceptible of exact caleulation and
determination, the court may, on evidence tending to establish the
same, in its discretion, receive opinion or expert testimony, which is
hereby declared to be comg)ctent and admissible, subject to the general
rules of evidence applicable to this character of testimony; and upon
such evidence and all other evidence in the record the court may
adjudge and decree the payment by the defendant to the com{)lalnant
of a reasonable sum as a royalty or general damages for the infringe-
ment. And the court shall have the same power to increase such dam-
ages, in its discretion, as Is glven to increase the damages found by
verdicts in actions in the nature of actions of trespass upon the case;
but in any suit or action brought for the infringement of any patent
there shall be no recovery of profits or damages for any infringement
committed more than six years before the filing of the bill of complaint
or the issuing of the writ in such suit or action, and this provision
shall apply to existing causes of action. And it shall be the duty of
the clerks of such courts within one month after the filing of any
action, suit, or proceeding arising under the patent laws to give notice
thereof in writing to the Commissioner of Patents, setting forth in
order so far as known the names and addresses of the litigants, names
of the inventors, and the designating number or numbers of the patent
or patents upon which the action, suit, or proceeding has been brought,
and it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Patents on receipt of
such notice forthwith to indorse the same upon the file wrapper of the
said patent or patents and to incorporate the same as a part of the
contents of said file or file wrapper; and for each notice required to
be furnished to the Commissioner of Patents in compliance herewith
a fee of 5O cents shall be taxed by the clerk as costs of suit,”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. The next amendment is, on page 9, line 19, to
renumber the section, striking out “8 " and inserting “7.”

The amendment was agreed to.

LIX—5

Mr. NORRIS. On page 10, after line 10, I move to insert the
following :

For-uncertified printed copies of =
ents, 10 cents 'g:er copy : Provided, That the Commissioner of Patents
may supply publie libraries with such copies as published for $50 per
annum : Provided further, That the Commissioner of Patents may
exchange coples of United States patents for those of foreign countries.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator whether or not
there has been any prolongation of the period of time for
which a patent would be in effect?

Mr. NORRIS. There has not.

Mr, KING. There has been no change in existing law with
reference to what a patent does, the rights which it grants,
and the protections and benefits accruing therefrom?

Mr. NORRIS. The only change, in my judgment, that might
apply to the guestion which the Senator has asked is the one
amendment that we have agreed to, which struck out section T
in the bill, but reenacted section 4921 of the Revised Statutes.

The committee thought, after very interesting and rather
exhaustive debate between some of the ablest patent lawyers
in the United States on that subject, that we had better not
change that law, and we struck out the section. " With that
exception, there is nothing in the bill that I reeall that changes
the time of patents, and the only new thing in the amendment
that is pending is this language:

For uncertified printed copies of specifications and drawings of pat-
ents, 10 cents per copy.

I think that is the existing law now, or it is in a biil that
will become a law, but the proviso is new: 5

Provided, That the Commissioner of Patents may supply publie
libraries with such coples as published, for $50 per annum : Provided
Bﬂ'ther, That the Commissioner of Patents may exchange copies of

nited States patents for those of foreign countries.

He is doing that now and has been doing it for several years;
but the commissioner himself stated that, as a matter of fact,
he thought he had been doing it without authority, that there
was no law authorizing it.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am compelled to attend a com-
mittee meeting in a moment. There are two amendments which
I desire to ask unanimous consent to have considered at this
time. I am quite sure the Senator will not object.

Mr. NORRIS., I will not object, but let me inquire of the
chair if the amendment on page 10 has been agreed to?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet.

Mr. NORRIS. There is no objection to that amendment?

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to it.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. What amendment does the Senator from
Utah wish to take up?

Mr, SMOOT. On page 11, lines 24 and 25, and on page 12,
line 1. ]

Mr. NORRIS. That is the next amendment, I will say to
the Senator, with the exception of one, - Let us dispose of the
other one first. I ask that it be stated.

The PRESIDING OFIICER, The next amendment will be
stated.

The Reapixg Crerx. The next amendment is, on page 11,
line 17, after the numerals “ 1920,” to strike out the comma and
the words—
with reference to the fee for issuing an original patent, and shall
apply only to patents issued on applications filed after that date. The
fees for issning original patents on all other applications shall be as
now provided by law.

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to strike out all of section 9. Section
10 provides that certain enactments shall go into effect July 1,
and we know this bill can not become a law at that time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The ReapinG CrErg. On page 11 strike out lines 16 to 21,
both inclusive.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. Now, the amendment to which the Senator
from Utah desires to call attention is designated as sectlon 10
but ought to be section 9. I ask that that change be made and
the section inserted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Resapiza Crerk. Insert a new section as follows:

Sec. 9. That the Federal Trade Commision be, and hereby is, author-
ized and empowered to accept assignment of, or license or other rights
or powers under, to develop, to issue or refuse to issue llcenses under,
to encourage the industrial use and application of, and otherwise to
administer, on behalf of the United States, under such regulations and
in such manner as the President shall prescribe, inventions, patents,
and patent rights which said commission deems it to the advantage of
the public to be so acce?ted, as these may from time to time be ten-
de it by employees of the various departments or other establish-
ments of the Government, or by otber individuals or agencles; and
to cooperate, as necessity may arise, with scientific or other agencies
of the Government in the discharge of Lhe duties herein set out, and

cifications and drawings of pat-
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the Federal Trade Commission is hereby authorized and empowered
to collect fees and royalties for licensing sald inventions, tents, and
patent rights in such amounts and in such manner as the President
shall direct, and shall deposit the same with the Treasurer of the
Tnited States; and of the total amount of such fees and royalties so
deposited a certain per ceant, to be determined by the President, shall
be reserved, set aside, and appropriated as a speclal fund to be dis-
Imrsed as directed by the President to remunerate inventors for such
of their Inventions, patents, and patent rights contemplated by this
gection as may prove meritorions and of publie benefit.

The Commissioner of Patents is hereby directed to nt all patents
and record all assignment and licenses contempla by this sectiom
without the payment of any fee,

Mr. NORRIS. With reference to this amendment the com-
mittee moves to amend the amendment by striking eut on
page 11 all of lines 24 and 25 and on page 12 all of line 1 to
and including the word *“ administer,” leaving only the word
“on” in that line. That is the amendment the Senator from
Utah means?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated. .

The Reapine Crerx. In the committee amendment on page
11, lines 24 and 25, and on page 12, line 1, it is proposed to
amend the committee amendment by striking out the words
“or license or other rights or powers under, to develop, to
issue or refuse to issue licenses under, to encourage the indus-
trial use and application of, and otherwise to administer.”

Mr. KING. So that it will read——

The Reapixg Crerx. So that it will read:

That the Federal Trade Commission be, and hereby is, authorized and
empowered to accept assignment of, on behalf of the United States,
under such regulations and in such manner as the President shall pre-
scribe, inventions, patents, and patent rights which sald commission
deems it to the advantage of the public to be s0 accepted.

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President, I think, in order to harmonize
the rest of the section with the three lines excluded, the Sena-
tor will find it necessary to strike out everything after the
word “out” in line 10, page 12. Hverything in section 10 after
the word *“out” in line 10, page 12, refers to fees and royalties
for licensing inventions, and so forth. With the excision of
lines 24 and 25, page 11, and line 1 on page 12, everything after
the word “out” in line 10, on page 12, must be excluded.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator would destroy its unsefulness en-
tirely.

Mr. THOMAS. Then the Senator ought to reinsert the three
lines he has moved to strike out. I will read the language,
beginning on line 10:

The Federal Trade Commission is hereby authorized and empowered
to collect fees and royalties for licensing said inventions, patents, and
patent rights, in such amounts and in such manner as the President
shall direct, and shall deposit the same with the Treasurer of the
United States—

That is, the fees and royalties.

I skip to line 22, which reads:

The Commissioner of Patents is hereby directed to grant all patents
and record all assignments and licenses contemplated by this section
without the payment of any fee.

If it is the Senator's purpose to deprive the Federal Trade
Commission of the power to license, then, of course, all I have
read should be eliminated.

Mr. NORRIS. My idea was that when we took out the
language which the amendment to the amendment strikes out
it would leave the power of the Federal Trade Commission to
accept an assignment of an invention, a patent, or a patent
right. i

Mr. THOMAS. That is correet.

Mr. NORRIS. Then, farther on down, the Federal Trade
Commission is given this power—
to collect fees and royalties for licensing said inventions, patents, ete.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator deprives it in his first amend-
ment of the power to license.

Mr, NORRIS. No; I do not think so, There has always
been some doubt in my mind as to what that line really meant.
Of course, I am proposing to strike it out io meet objections
to it. The amendment is not made because I want to make it.

Mr. THOMAS. I understand that; but the section is mean-
ingless if that be stricken out and the remaimder to which I
have called attention is left in.

Mr. NORRIS. I can not understand that. We give them
power, in the first place, to accept an assignment.

Mr. THOMAS. That is perfectly all right.

Mr. NORRIS. Then we authorize them to license a corpora-
tion or individual to manufacture it and sell it.

Mr. THOMAS. But you strike that out.

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, no; that is not stricken out. Does it not
follow from the language, “ and the Federal Trade Commission
is hereby authorized and empowered to collect fees and royalties

for licensing said inventions,” that they would have aunthority
to license?

Mr. THOMAS, T think if the Senator strikes out the three
lines the power to license is gone, but I will not argue it now,
because the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor] wishes to fill an
engagement with a committee, and I will yield to him.

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator if in the line following
the provision—— t

Mr. NORRIS. First let me say that the amendment to the
amendment has not been agreed to. If there be no objection,
let us agree to it. If the amendment is agreed to, I will offer
the other amendment next.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not object to the Senator's amendment
as he has offered it.

Mr. NORRIS. Then let us have a vote on the amendment
offered to the committee amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I understood the Senator wanted to perfect the
amendment first. On line 7, page 12, after the word * Govern-
ment,” I move to strike out the words: “ or by other individuals
or agencies,”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The REApING CrLERK. In the committee amendment, page 12,
lines 7 and 8, strike out the words “ or by other individuals or
agencies."”

Mr. SMOOT.
the amendment?

Mr. NORRIS. No; I ean not accept it. I would very much
dislike to see the Senate agree to that amendment.

Mr. SMOOT. T have a committee meeting that I must attend,
but I wish to say to the Senator that by striking out those
words it simply means that any invention, if it is made by any
Government employee, can be transferred to the Federal Trade
Commission. If we are going to allow other individuals and
agencies to transfer to the Federal Trade Commission it will
not be very long before the Federal Trade Commission is re-
ceiving and accepting these inventions and issuing licenses to
everyone who undertakes to manufacture a patented article.
I think there will be more harm than there could possibly be
good come from it. That is my opinion.

Where the Government of the United States has employees
working in any particular department, we will say the Navy
Department or the War Department, where they are called by
the Government to make all of the investigations asked for by
any citizen of the United States, and npon these requests secure
an idea that leads to a patented article or leads to some dis-
covery on their part, it does seem to me that the Government’
of the United States ought to have some agency whereby they
can accept that invention and grant licenses to anyone as pro-
vided for in the bill and collect royalties. That is well and
good; but that is not what this language means, The words
“or by other individuals or agencies” mean any individual or
any agency in the United States. I think the result will be
that the inventive genius of the country, the men who have
studied all their lives and brought out the most remarkable in-
ventions for public use and made the country renowned all over
the world for its wonderful inventions, will be interfered with
if the section becomes operative with those words in it. I can
not see any objection to the words going out and to the other
amendment that will prevent the Government of the United
States from operating and going into the manufacture of any
articles that may be made under patents issued by the Federal
Trade Commission. I hoped that the Senator would accept the
amendment. AllT can say is that I hope we can have a vote on
it, anyhow, if the Senator will allow the vote to be taken now.

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to answer:the Senator's argument, and
then I will be ready to take a vote. I do not think the Senator
ought to take up the time in making an argument in favor of
his amendment and then ask to have a vote before the otlier
side can be heard.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, I do not want to do that.

Mr. NORRIS. I am sorry the Senator can not remain.

Mr, SMOOT. I do not want the Senator to feel that I soughf
to make an argument and then asked that he should be cut off.
I asked for a vote simply becaunse I am compelled to leave the
Chamber at this time. There is a committee walting for me
at this moment, and I must go. g

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I, of course, am aware that the
amendment designated as section 10 embodies in the bill the
provisions of a bill that had previously passed the Senate and
has therefore the approval of a majority of this body.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] has given this bill
very long and patient consideration and he has consequently
informed himself on this subject much more minufely and
completely than I have had time to do. It may be, therefore,

Will the Senator accept that amendment to
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that the Senator can give to the Senate the best of reasons for
incorporating this section into the proposed law, but from the
little study I have been able to give it I regard it as highly ob-
jeetionable legislation. It provides “ that the Federal Trade
Commission be, and hereby is, authorized and empowered to ac-
cept assignment " on behalf of the United States of patents, and
so forth. Under these provisions the Federal Trade Commission,
a body which was created for the purpose of discharging certain
defined functions and duties, designed to prevent unfair com-
petition in the industries of the United States, will be clothed
with additional authority, to become the custodian of all such
patents as may be assigned to it by the employees of the Gov-
ernment or by other individuals or agencies; and it is to admin-
ister those patents by a system of licenses or permits.

I may be nristaken, but my opinion is that under the operation
of this proposed law the Federal Trade Commission will be
transformed from a semijudicial body into an administrative bu-
reau, and its time will be practically monopolized by its ad-
ministration of a new patent system of which the Government is
to be the owner. A

The number of patents in the United States is at present enor-
mous. That number increases, I am told, from year to year,
evidencing the enterprise and inventive genius of the American
people, and necessitating, in my judgment, the increase which
this bill seems to require in the force under the Commissioner of
Patents.

When this bill becomes a law, all patents and applications
for patents which have been designed or discovered by em-
ployees of the Government can be assigned to the Federal
Trade Commission on behalf of the United States, whereupon
the patent becomes the property of the United States. What
the employee can do any other patentee in the United States
can do. Every man who takes out a patent believes, or else he
would not go to the trouble, that he has invented something
useful, something needful, something that will add to the sum
total of human comfort or progress and which therefore should
be utilized and utilized as soon as possible ; yet experience tells
us that, perhaps, one out of 400 or 500 patents is the proportion
between the patents which are really practieable and useful and
those which prove inoperative or ineffective.

The man, however, whose patent is not accepted by the public
is discontented; he is unbappy; he believes that the merits of
the invention are being ignored; possibly it is subject to ob-
struction ; that, whatever the reason, it has not had a fair
chance. Under this bill, therefore, he will rush to the Federal
Trade Commission, representing the Government, to make an
assignment of his patent and then insist upon the issuance of
licenses, doubtless encouraging men to apply for such licenses,
since the bill provides that he shall have a proportion, to be
fixed by rules and regulations, of the income derived by the
Government under the patent system. I imagine that that will
keep the Federal Trade Commission pretty busy; I imagine
that if it attends to this administrative duty which we are
about to saddle upon it it will have little time to devote to the
purposes for which it was originally created.

Some contend that the Federal Trade Commission is a very
valuable body ; others deny that it functions at all; but, what-
ever the fact may be, we can not escape the conclusion that the
Federal Trade Commission was established as and has become
a distinctive branch of administrative service to encounter and
to overcome existing industrial abuses which are the result of
unfair competition. By saddling this additional burden upon it
we justify the contention, if the contention should be made in
the future, that it is unable to funection in the direction of pre-
venting unfair competition because of the fact that its so-called
patent duties monopolize all of its time and attention. I do
not believe, lr. President, that that is wise legislative policy.

If we create such a commission as a Federal Trade Commis-
sion or as a Tarifl Commission by a law specifically defining its
duties and its objects, we shonld insist that it shall perform
those duties and purposes only ; in any event, we should not by
our own action even tend to make their performance of those
obligations difficult, if not impossible.

That was one objection which I had to the so-called dye-
stuffs bill, that it converted the Tariff Commission into an
administrative bureau, and the section of the bill to which I am
now referring will do precisely that thing to the Federal Trade
Commission. I do not think it should be done. Of course, if
the legislation is desirable, it will be very easy by amendment
to select some othier body as the custodian of these patents, and
clothe it with the aunthority to act as it is proposed here to
clothe the Trade Commission with authority to act.

The Trade Commission, presumably, was selected because dur-
ing the war, and perhaps since the war, it has had much to do
with the German dye patents which were taken over by the

Government ; but that was one of the incidents of the struggle;
that was a temporary affair. Here is a permanent arrangement,
an arrangement which if crystallized into statute brings upon
the Trade Cominission an official anthority that must constantly
expand. BEvery patent assigned or taken over by it will to that
extent add to the burden of its duties; and while we may con-
tend that an efficient clerical service can be supplied by statute
to enable it to perform the added duties, the fact remains that
the commission itself is the body to be held responsible to the
people under the law for the efficient discharge of the functions
and the obligations sought to be imposed by this section.

Mr. President, I do not believe it is wise for the Government
of the United States to go into the patent-rights business, and
that is the fundamental objection which I entertain to this eatire
section.

1 differ somewhat from my friend the Senator from Utah.
I think that if an employee of the Government is sufficiently
alive to his self-interest to take advantage of opportunities
that come to him in whatever capacity and by the use of those
opportunities develops an invention which is praetical and
valuable it should belong to him. I think it is proper, as the law
now provides, that the Government should itself have the use
of that invention free; but, so far as the public is concerned,
that man is entitled to the fruit of his genius, subject to that
limitation, to the same extent as though he had made the dis-
covery as a private citizen.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, THOMAS. I yield.

Mr. KING. I do not quite agree with the attitude of the
Senator, if I understand the situation correctly. If he will
pardon me, let me ascertain if I do draw the right conclusion.
As I understand, there are a large number of experts working
in the Patent Office—men of ability, men who are familiar with
patents. The various inventions which are perfected through-
out the country are presented to the Patent Office; those men
have the opportunity to see them and examine them; they are
in a fortunate position for the purpose of ascertaining what the
inventions are; they are being paid a fair salary by the Govern-
ment. Does the Senator think that they ought to take advantage
of the information which they receive while they are in the
employ of the Government, acting in a sort of a fiduciary capacity,
and, profiting by the inventions which are made by others, make
some other discovery or invention based upon the work or com-
bination of work of a large number of men, perfect an invention
and then profit by it?

Mr. THOMAS. So long as the Government has the benefit of
the invention, I say, certainly; I do not object to that at all,
though a great many do; but if there is such an employee in
the expert service of the Patent Office sufficiently alive to the
situation, and who honestly and without infringing upon the
patent or pirating the patent which he is examining or the
application for a patent which he is examining, discovers some
principle that is useful and patentable, T gay, yes, let him have
it. "I think the law as it now stands excepts that class of em-
ployees, however, from the operation of the statute; I am pretty
sure that it does, but I am giving my abstract opinion.

It might be perfectly well, as a practical propesition, to re-
quire these assignments to be made to the Commissioner of
Patents and let him deal with them, if we are to go into this
business at all.

It would be far better for the Commissioner of Patents to
handle them, in my judgment, than it woeuld be to burden the
trade commission or any other of these existing commissions
with them. But fundamentally to me it is unwise to saddle
thounsands of patent rights upon the Government of the United
States for which, as owners thereof, it is required to issue
licenses or permits to those who desire to take advantage of
them. It is a species of private business. We have gotten
along pretty well up to this time without such an arrangement,
The Government is a century and a quarter old or more. Dur-
ing all this period the inventive faculties of America have had
full sway for development. The fruits of investigation and of
discovery properly guaranteed to the fortunate individual who
may have been able to secure some mechanical contrivance,
bring practical advantage to the public and fortune to him.
This would seem to me to be designed to help over the fellow
whose invention will not help itself over, or whose position
in life perhaps may make it difficult for him to overcome the
rudimentary or preliminary obstacles presenting themself to
the ultimate determination of the value of the thing which he
has discovered,

So I believe that it is a bad policy for the country to embark
upon. It will be followed in all probability by a similar pro-
vision regarding copyrights, and possibly patented formulse for
medicines designed to cure the rheumatism, make the hair grow,
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or in some other way administer to the evils that affect the
human system. It is but one step that we are taking, and I
can see ne difference between encouraging a man who patents
a machine that will do something and encouraging a man who
writes a book that will do something, or discovers some medical
formula that will result in benefit to mankind. Once we em-
bark upon the policy of governmental ownership of the things
which are the fruit of the human mind, and upon the theory
that if this fruit comes from the mind of the employee he is
entitled to some special consideration, then very naturally the
outsider will demand, as he has here demanded, that he be con-
sidered also; and the bars being let down and the gates thrown
open the entering flood is inevitable. 3

Mr. President, I fully agree also with the view expressed by
the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Saroor], who moved to
strike out the words “or by other individuals or agencies.”
Under the objectionable clause every man, woman, gnd child,
every partnership, corporation, or association in the United
States or its dependencies, is given the privilege of assigning
any patent for any invention to the Government, or to the
Trade Commission for the Government, whereupon it becomes
Government property, to be administered for the joint benefit
of the United States and the patentee. I may be obtuse, but
the objection to such a provision in a patent law seems to me
self-evident. I ean imagine its effect within the next 10 years
in the added encouragement that it gives to the inventor—and
about 50 per cent of the Ameriean people regard themselves
as inventors—to the overwhelming development of the so-called
patent system, and to the intrusion upon the Government of
every conceivable device that genius or lunacy, or both, can
produce within that period of time.

Some one has said that there is but a short step between
genius and insanity, and there is a great deal in it; but every-
body knows that the average patentee is a crank. The average
patentee is a man thoroughly believing in himself—of which I
do not complain—absolutely possessed by the conviction that
his is the one invention that will redeem mankind from poverty
and from inconvenience, and he certainly will take advantage
of a law of this sort to impress himself and his invention upon
the Government; and even though he may not make a practical
success of his effort, think of the extent to which he enlarges
the public business uselessly, but expensively !

There may be good reasens for encouraging the employee of
the Government who makes an invention. There can be no
good reason outside of the patent law itself—and that gives en-
couragement enough—for encouraging the outsider or for hold-
ing out to him the promise of a Government partnership—for
that is what this virtually means—should he see fit to assign
to the Government what he possesses.

I hope this section will be stricken out. The Senator having
charge of the bill told me this morning that he would offer a
very salutary proviso, which has not yet been reached, which
would prohibit the Government from developing any patent
scheme on its own account; which would prevent it, in other
words, from going into business and using its patent rights, or
any of them, as the basis. That is extremely desirable.

The Senator has offered an amendment, which has been
accepted, eliminating from the section the last two lines on
page 11, and all of the first line upon page 12 except the last
word, which I will read:
or license or other rights or powers under, to develop, to issue or
refuse to issue licenses under, to encourage the industrial use and
application of, and otherwise to administer,

In consequence of which the Trade Commission is limited
to the acceptance of assignments only of such patents and
patent rights as may be offered to it. It will be noticed that
the right to accept a license, and the right to issue or refuse
io issue licenses thereunder, is now eliminated from the sec-
tion; yet in other parts of the section as it now stands the
Trade Commission is “ authorized and empowered to collect
fees and royalties for licensing said inventions, patents, and
patent rights in such amounts and in such manner as the Pres-
ident shall direet,” and so forth. There seems to be some dif-
ference between the Senator having charge of the bill and my-
self regarding the relation between the three lines which have
been eliminated from the section and that part of the section
to which I refer. I do not believe the elimination of the three
lines, withont the further elimination of other parts of the sec-
tion, does anything more than to make the section unworkable,
because confusing.

That the Federal Trade Commission be, and hereby is, anthorized and
empowered to accept assignment of, or license or other rights or powers
under, to develop, to issue or refuse to issue licenses under—

And so forth. Now, if the power to issue or to refuse to issue
licenses under any patent that may be assigned to the Govern-

ment under this bill is wanting, how can provision be made for
the disposition of the moneys to be received from such a license?
In other words, if a man ean not license he can not collect any
fees for licensing ; and the part of the section which is designed
to make disposition of these license fees should be eliminated
also, because it relates back to nothing that is substantial in
the bill, the amendment having been accepted.

Mr, President, I do not ecare to say any more at this time. I
think it is fair to the Senator having charge of the bill to say
that after the amendment is perfected I shall ask to have it
stricken from the bill.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed the following bills: :

8.3244. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
issue patent to R. L. Credille, mayor of the village of Bonita,
La., in trust, for certain purposes; and

8.3852, An act for the relief of the Garden City (Kans.)
Water Users’ Association, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. RR. 13266) making appropriations to provide for the ex-
penses of the government of the Distriet of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13229) to establish
in the Department of Labor a bureau to be known as the
women's burean. >

The message also announced that the House disagrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R, 10878) to provide for the promotion and maintenance
of the American merchant marine, to repeal certain emergency
legislation, and provide for the disposition, regulation, and use
of property acquired thereunder, and for other purposes, insists
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the
bill, asks a further conference with the Senate on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr,
GreENE of Massachusetts, Mr. Epyoxps, Mr. Rowg, Mr. Hazrpy,
and Mr. BANKHEAD managers at the further conference on the
part of the House.

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
concurrent resolution of the Senate numbered 26, authorizing the
Speaker of the House to cancel his signature to the enrolled bills
(S. 1005) for the relief of the owner of the steamship Matoa
and (8. 1222) for the relief of the oswners of the schooner
Henry 0. Barrett, and authorizing the enrollment of the bills
each with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence
of the Senate,

The Message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution and
they were thereupon signed by the Vice President:

S. 547, An act authorizing the enlistment of non-English-
speaking citizens and aliens;

8.1726. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy
and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors;

5.2789. An act for the consolidation of forest lands in the
Slerra National Forest, Calif,, and for other purposes;

8. 3566. An act to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act
to regulate the immigration of aliens to, and the residence of
aliens in, the United States,” approved February 5, 1917 ;

$.4212, An act to authorize the Central Railroad Co. of New
Jersey to construct a bridge across the waters of the Delaware
River, between the city of Easton, in the State of Pennsylvania,
and the eity of Phillipsburg, in the State of New Jersey ;

S. 4286, An act to amend an act entitled “An aet to authorize
the incorporated town of Petersburg, Alaska, to issue bonds
in any sum not exceeding $75,000 for the purpose of construct-
ing and installing a municipal electric light and power plant
and for the construction of a public-school building,” approved
September 29, 1919 ; .

S.4402. An act authorizing Troup County, Ga., to construct a
bridge across the Chattahoochee River near West Point, Ga.;

S8.4427. An act granting the congent of Congress to the city
of Columbus, in the State of Georgia, to construct a bridge
across the Chattahoochee River;

H.R.2. An act to pension soldiers and sailors of the War
with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the China relief

expedition ;.




1920.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

8487

H. IR, 13220. An act to establish in the Department of Labor
a burean to be known as the women's bureau;

H. R.13318. An act to authorize the construction of flood
control and improvement works in Boise de Sioux River, the
Red River of the North, and Lake Traverse, between the States
of Minnesota, North Dakota, and South Dakota;

H. R.13329. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to
transfer certain surplus material, machinery, and eguipment
to the Department of Agriculture, and for other purposes; and

8. J. Res. 152. Joint resolution authorizing the appointment of
a commission to confer with the Dominion Government or the
provincial governments of Quebec, Ontario, and New Bruns-
wick as to certain restrictive orders in council of the said
Provinces relative to the exportation of pulp wood therefrom
to the United States.

THE MERCHANT MARINE,*

The VICE PRESIDENT Iaid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
10378) to provide for the promotion and maintenance of the
American merchant marine; to repeal certain emergency legis-
lation ; and provide for the disposition, regulation, and use of
property acquired thereunder, and for other purposes, and in-
sisting upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate
to the bill and requesting a further conference with the Senute
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move that the Senate further
insist upon its amendments, agree to the further conference
asked for by the House, and that the conferees on the part of
the Senate be appointed by the Chair.

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr. JoxeEs of Washington, Mr. Carper, Mr. McNAry, Mr. Siar-
aoxs, and Mr. RaxspeLrn conferees at the further conference on
the part of the Senate.

NATIONAL EXPENDITURES.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr, President, practically all the supply
bills have been enacted into law or are in conference. I think
" it is incumben{ upon me to show, if I ean, that the Republican
Party, which promised economy and reduction of expenses and
the lowering of taxes, has done neither.

I have taken account of all the appropriation bills passed
at this session, and I think it is fair to compare these bills
with the appropriation bills passed under the Democratic admin-
istration in 1916. I have taken up each appropriation bill passed
in 1916, before the war. Since the war has been over now for
about two years—it is about that length of time since the
armistice—and we are in peace, I say, I think it fair and just
to compare the appropriation bills for 1916 with the appropriation
bills passed during this session.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, in that comparison does the
Senator show the sums that we have been compelled to appro-
priate for the expenses that were incurred during the war?

Mr. OVERMAN. The hang-over expenses?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. They amount to billions of dollars.

Mr. OVERMAN. I am going to show those. Of course, the
Army has been demobilized, and we do not have to pay the
Army and meet the other war expenses, There is no appro-
priation for that.

Mr, SMOOT. I mean, Mr. President, the contracts which are
still unsettled. They amount to billions of dollars.

Mr. OVERMAN, We have appropriated billions of dollars
during this Congress., I am taking up the leading appropriation
bills for the fiscal concerns of the Government without regard
to the war. I have tried to eliminate war activities and those
expenses which have grown out of the war.

Take the sundry eivil bill, Mr. President, that bill this year
carries $400,000,000, as against $125,000,000 in 1916. The reason
for that is that it includes appropriations for the hospitals,
which were necessary, and the War Risk Bureau. I have tried
to be fair by eliminating those things, showing still that the
sundry civil bill is more than it was in 1916.

AMr. President, in 1916 the Agricultural appropriation bill car-
ried $22,000,000, and this year it carried $31,000,000, or an in-
crease of $8,743,000.

The Army appropriation bill amounted to $101,974,000, as
against $376,765,000 in 1916. But, in addition to that, we have
the reorganization bill, which makes it over $600,000,000.

The Diplomatic and Consular bill in 1916 amounted to $4,-
061,280, and in 1921 it is $9,000,000, or an increase of $3,200,000.

The District of Columbia bill in 1916, under the Democratic
administration, amounted to $11,859,000, and this year it is
$18,305,000, or $6,000,000 more.

The fortifications bill in 1916 was $6,060,000. This year it is
EhIB,OO0.0DO. or $12,000,000 more than it was two years before

e war,

The Indian appropriation bill was $9,771,8902.76 in 1916. This
year it is $12,788,397, or an increase of over $3,000,000.

The legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill car-
ried $36,000,000, This year it carries $104,000,000, or an increase
of $67,000,000,

The Military Academy bill carried $1,000,000, in round num-
:Jem 9;1éor 1021 it is $2,000,000, or $1,072,000 more than it was
n 1l .

The naval appropriation bill in 1916 was $149,661,000. This
year it is $433,000,000.

The pension bill was $164,000,000 in 1916. This year it is
$279,000,000, or an increase of $114,000,000.

The Post Office appropriation bill in 1916 carried $313,364,667.
In 1921 it is $462,574,000, or an increase of $149,000,000.

The only decrease is in the river and harbor bill, which is not
signed. 1In 1916 it was $30,000,000; in 1921 it is $12,000,000.

The sundry civil bill in 1916 was $126,922,000. This year it is
$428,216,000, or an increase of $300,000,000,

That makes a grand total, Mr. Presdent. for all appropria-
tions in 13 great appropriation bills for 1916 of $978,722 857,
and under this economic administration in 1921 these 13 supply
bills carry $2,189,960,000, or an increase in these 13 bills over
the appropriation bills of 1916 of §1,211,240,000.

Thus it will be noted that there was appropriated for pen-
gions for military service rendered prior to the World War the
sum of $279,000,000 for 1921, as compared with $164,100,000 for
1916 ; for the Postal Service, $462,574,546 for 1921, as compared
with $313,364,667 for 1916; for the Indian Service, $12,788.397
for 1921, as compared with $9,771,902.75 for 1916; for Agricul-
ture, $31,714,368 for 1921, as compared with $22971,782 for
1916 ; for the Diplomatic and Consular Service, §9,253,537.91 for
1921, as compared with $4,061,280.01 for 1916; for fortifications,
$18,833,442 for 1921, as compared with $6,060,216.90 for 191G;
for the Military Academy, $2,142 21270 for 1921, as compared
with $1,069,813.37 for 1916; and for District of Columbia. $18.-
805,484.87 for 1921, as compared with $11,859,584.45 for 1916; an
increase of $320,007,936.12 for 1921 over the amount appropri-
ated in 1916 in these nine regular appropriation bills. And let
me say again, that it can not be claimed that these increases
have been brought about as the result of activities growing out
of the war, or “ war hangovers.” And this does not take into
consideration the increased drafts on the Treasury made by
special acts passed at this and the extra session.

I make an exception of this great bill, known as the sundry
civil bill, in which there was such a great increase because of
the hospitals and the War Risk Bureau.

If you deduct from the appropriation in the sundry civil
bill for 1921 the amounts carried for compensation, for hospital
treatment, the of soldiers, and other services growing
out of the war, it will be found that it carried $145,000,000, as
compared with $126,000,000 carried in 1916 for the same pur-
poses. Thus, excepting the War Risk Bureau and the hos-
pitals and all the war activities provided in that great bill, you
still have an increase of $20,000,000. :

Also laws have been passed increasing the pension of those
who were in the military service prior to the late war. These
laws will add at least $77,500,000 to the present pension appro-
priation, and as a result there has been appropriated for the

| next fiscal year the sum of $279,000,000, which is nearly $56,-

000,000 more than has ever been paid in any one year, and
$123,564,708.97 more than was paid eight years ago.

Mr. President, there is another thing which we have not taken
into consideration in these great appropriation bills. As the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] knows, the appropriations for
unexpended balances are hard to ascertain. We hLave an ap-
propriation before us, and without naming any amvount in the
appropriation bill at all we appropriate the unexpended balance,
which is a bad system. That meney ought to go back into the
Treasury. We ought not to appropriate unexpended balances.
It is indefinite. Senators can not see. We just say that we
appropriate so much for an unexpended balance, and in some
cases it has been nearly a billion dollars. Millions of doliars
are appropriated that way. So I have net taken into account
in these statements the unexpended balances which have been
appropriated, which will amount to about $300,000,000.

It is impossible at this time to accurately determine the exsect
amount of these reappropriations, but it can be safely said that
they will amount to between $325,000,000 and $£350,000,000, and
the very fact that one can not pick up an appropriation bill and
guickly ascertain the full amount of appropriations carried is a
strong and compelling argument against this methed of making
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appropriations. It has, however, no doubt served its purpose
in that it has made possible an apparent reduction of the esti-
mafes in these sums and thus enabled gentlemen on the other
side to boast of a reduction which appears on the surface, but
which in reality does not exist. If the reductions made in the
estimates for the Army, the Navy, and the Shipping Board are
excluded, and the amount of reappropriations and expenditures
authorized out of governmental receipts are taken into consid-
eration, it will be observed that there have been very slight, if
any, actual reductions made in the sum total of the estimates.

Some of our friends talk about the great reduction made in
the estimates; that we have reduced millions and millions and
millions of dollars in the estimates. That is true, Mr. President.
But what does that amount to? Is that economy? Is there a
reduction of expenses because the head of a department asks for
$100,000 or $500,000 and we give him only half of it? What
does that amount to? Yet it is claimed they have saved money by
giving not what is estimated but half or a third of the estimates,

I remember in a Democratic administration we gave $500,-
000,000 less than the estimates. So they have in this adminis-
tration given millions and millions of dollars less than the esti-
mates, We do not have to give the estimates. We find what is
necessary, and give whatever we think is just and proper.

Gentlemen on the majority side of the Chamber have referred
to these reductions as savings and as showing great economy on
the part of Congress. With all due respect, Mr. President, to
those gentlemen who have made that claim, such an insistence
is nothing short of ridiculous.

This is also exclusive of the permanent appropriations,
amounting to $1,425407,752, which item is not included in my
statement. That is the permanent appropriations. I am glad
the Senator from Utah has an amendment, which he proposes
to offer, if he has not already offered i, to have reported to the
Senate every year what the permanent appropriations are, so
that the Congress may know what money is to be appropriated
in these permanent appropriation bills. So I have attempted
to find out what these permanent appropriations are, and find
they amount to more than $1,447,000,000.

The reorganization bill which has just been adopted provides
for an Army to be maintained in peace times of a maximum
strength of 300,000 men and 18,000 officers, and which if en-
listed to full strength will cost the Government $650,000,000
annually to maintain in times of peace.

So that is not included in this estimate.

Then, Mr. President, there are bills upon bills passed making
great appropriations which are not included in these appropria-
tion bills. Under the bill we passed last night we will have to
appropriate $37,000,000. I do not know how much will be ap-
propriated for this bill under consideration.

The Spanish-American War pension bill we passed called for
$18,000,000. So we are passing bills to-day authorizing appro-
priations during this Congress, appropriation after appropria-
tion, bill after bill, which are not included in these estimates.
So when you come to estimate and take in these authorized ap-
propriations which will have to be made, this Congress, in my
judgment, has appropriated more than $2,000,000,000. The
regular appropriation bills—the 13 supply bills—amount to over
a billion, the permanent appropriations over a billion, and the
Army bill over six hundred million.

Mr. President, when you add all these appropriations—an-
ticipated, unauthorized, and the 13 supply bills—the amount will
be over $4,000,000,000.

So, Mr. President, I thought I would bring this to the atten-
tion of the Senate and make this comparison which I believe is
fair and just, taking 1916, two years before the war, and 1921,
two years after the war.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to take a few moments
time in answer to what the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
OvermAx] has just said. I think the statement just made by
the Senator is a wonderful commendation of this Congress in
the amount that has been appropriated as shown in the figures
which the Senator has given. I think the Senator has been
a little too shy in telling the country just what amount of
money has been appropriated and what the expenses of the
Government were, and I wish to call attention to some of them.

The estimated expenditures for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1920, were $6,480,506,240.44. The estimated receipts were
$6,006,203,762. I wish to call attention to some of the items
that had to be appropriated for this year that were never
thought of in the year 1916, and we will see how quickly this
billion dollars melts away, as the snows before a noonday sun,
and adds a credit of an extra million or more dollars to the
Congress making the appropriations for the coming fiscal year.

Why, Mr. President, the appropriations include the entire in-
terest on the public debt for the year., That almost wipes out

at once this billion dollars to which the Senator has ecalled
attention with so much apparent satisfaction. That interest
must be paid, and this Congress had to appropriate the
money to pay the same. There was no interest to be paid in
1916. There goes the billion dollars bragged of at once.

Then, again, we paid $415,000,000 in this fiscal year as a
result of the passage of the Esch-Cummins railroad bill. Again,
we advanced loans to our allies, and the money had to be paid
out of this year's expenses, another $450,000,000.

Mr. OVERMAN, Doesg the Senator say these are included in
the supply bills?

Mr. SMOOT. I say the interest is included, and I say also
that the $415,000,000 for the railroads is included.

Mr. OVERMAN. In what bill?

Mr. SMOOT. The general appropriations covered it.

Mr. OVERMAN. That was the railroad bill. I did not speak
of any railroad bill. I spoke of the billion-dollar increase in
the regular supply bills and showed where it came.

Mr. SMOOT. The interest must be provided for, as the
Senator knows, and not only that but I am calling attention to
some of the items that this Congress had to meet that the Con-
gress in 1916 never thought of, nor did anyone in the United
States ever dream that such expense would be piled upon the
taxpayers of this country. However, the obligations were made,
and we had to meet them, no matter what party is in power.
If the Democrats were in power they would have to pay the
interest upon the obligations of the Government. We have to
pay the expenses of the bills Congress passed during war time,
leaving the hangover on this Congress to meet, and these are
some of the things that this Congress has had to meet.

There has been appropriated this year over $100,000,000 for
the hangover of the war obligations and contracts. We have
appropriated that amount already, and we were compelled to
do it. Not only that, but we have had to appropriate not only
$100,000,000 for that, but before we get through with this class
of claims there will be $200,000,000 more that we will have to
appropriate. I do not know whether the appropriation will be
made in the deficiency bill to be passed the next session of Con-
gress, but I do know that we have to meet the obligation and
we have to make the appropriation to cover it. .That much I
do know.

The Government has on hand of Vietory and Liberty loan
bonds $221,437,906.99, and certificates of indebtedness amount-
ing to $150,000,000, for which appropriations have been made
with a view of the Government sustaining if possible the price
of its Liberty bonds. The Government of the United States
has been the largest purchaser, and, perhaps I might say, vir-
tually the only large purchaser to speak of for Liberty bonds.
We have that amount of money invested in Liberty bonds, and
it has taken money to buy those bonds, and if they had not
been bought this year we would have had to buy them at some
future time, and this Congress has had to furnish the money
for that purpose.

I was in full sympathy with the legislation providing for
the purchase of Liberty bonds. I thought it was a good thing,
and if it had not been passed I say frankly now that the Lib-
erty bonds would have fallen to the present low level months
and months before it finally happened. I am aware that we
can not keep appropriating money to buy all the Liberty bonds
that will be offered, because if we did and there was a Tair
market price, the Government of the United States would have
to purchase a great proportion of the bond issues.

I wish also to say that the sum mentioned included the
$442 000,000 paid in cash to the Shipping Board and other items
of extraordinary nature.

Why talk about a billion dollars? I want to predict now
that never within the next quarter of a century will the run-
ning expenses of this Government be less than $3,000,000,000.

If the Senator had desired to make a just comparison between
the last Democratic Congress and the present Republican Con-
gress, he would have called attention to the items I have men-
tioned and then compared the estimates submitted by the Demo-
cratic heads of the different departments and the amounts ac-
tually appropriated by the Republican Congress, Such a com-
parison would show that this Democratic administration asked
for $5,000,000,000 to run the Government for the coming fiseal
year, and the appropriations granted to cover these estimates by
the present Republican Congress saves to the taxpayers
$1,500,000,000.

Until our obligations are paid we will have to pay interest
on all the obligations of the Government, including Liberty
bonds and the outstanding short-time certificates. Every Ameri-
can citizen must know that for years and years to come the
interest obligation of our Government will amount to nearly
$1,000,000,000 a year. That alone was more than all the ap-
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propriations made by the Congress for the fiscal year 1916. All
of the appropriations speken of and as the Senator from North
Carelina has read them did not amount to $1,000,0600,000 for
the year 1916, and now we are to be required to meet an in-
terest charge for a decade or more of nearly a billion dollars
annually.

I do not eare whether the Democratic Party is in power or
whether the Republican Party is in power, I say that the ex-
penses of the Government will be enormous and it is the duty
of every Congressman and every Senator to cut every appropria-
tion to the bone.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to place in the Recorp
the amounts of the estimates for the appropriation bills re-
ferred to by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN],
as well as the total nppmpriations made as reported by the
Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Wlthout objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Table comparing by bills cetimates of regular annual appropriations for

the fiscal year 1921 with the amounts appropriated for the fiscal year
1921 as shown in the statement of Senator Overman,

Increase of esti-
Title. Estimates, 1921, Appr c;g;i]atiom, mates over appro-
y priations.
Agrienlture........... $37, 528, 102. 00 $31, 714, 368, 00 $5, 813, m. 00
Pvi o SRR T 982, 800, 0:20. 00 376, 765, 524. 00 606, 034, 196. 00
Dlplomatie and Con- L

11, 243, 250, 91 9,253,537, 91 1,980, 713. 00
Di.stril:t oIColumbls-- 19,179, 716. 03 18, 305, 484. 87 874,231.16
Fortification. . 117, 793, 330. 00 18, K33, 442. 00 98,950, 888. 00
DR .. e nnsmesann 12,994, 494, 27 12,788, 397. 00 , 007, 27
islative, ete........ 122, 242, 849,02 104, 735, 726. 11 17,507,122, 01
Military Academ: 8, 778, 637. 20 2,142, 212.70 4, 636, 424. 50
Navy........ £73,131, 254. 80 433,229, 6574, 00 139, 901, 680. 80
l’enswns . 1279, 000, 000. 00 279,000,000.00 |.osuaencccaceacasan
Post Office. . SET 1467, 407, 573. 00 462, 574, 546. 00 4,923, 027. 00
River and lmrbor. 42, 841, 565. 00 12, 400, 000. 00 30, 441, 565. 00
Bundry eivil. . s 906, 725,387. 10 428, 216, 944. 92 8, 508, 442.18

Total, regular

appropriations| 3, 579, 756,179. 33 2,189, 960, 087. 51 1,380, 796, 121. 82

This sum includes the regular estimate of $215,000,000 and $64,000,000 provided
for in the Fuller bill.
* Thissum includes the regular ast.l.msto 01$391,713,673 and an estimate of $75,753,900
to continue the temporary increases in wmpanmtmn provided for in the last annual
appropriation bllland House joint resolution No. 15!

The deficiency appropriation bills are not lncluded in the above.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President, I merely desire to say that in
my judgment the record of each party upon the subject of ex-
travagance is a record of shame.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr., President, I want to say just a word,
The Senator from Utah is a little bit unfair., I tried to be fair,

Mr, SMOOT. Sodid L

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator talks about appropriations in
what are known as the deficiency bills. There are three of the
great deficieney bills, I never mentioned those. I mever put
them in my statement.

Mr. SMOOT. That is why the Senator was unfair.

Mr. OVERMAN. There are 13 appropriation bills that I gave,

. and I stated specially that I did not mention the expenses inci-
dent to the war and the hangover. I showed that they had
spent a billion dollars more money than we had in the usual
supply bills.

Mr. SMOOT, The Senator knows, if he will refer to the ap-
propriation bills, that these items have been appropriated for—
not all of them, as I said, but the great bulk of them.

Mr. OVERMAN. Wae have to appropriate for interest, we have
to appropriate for Liberty bonds and a great many other things
growing out of the war, but most of those great appropriations
occur in the deficieney bills, and I especially stated when I
began my statement that I did not want to be unfair and charge
the other side with extravagance on account of matters growing
out of the war activities, and I specially excepted those.

Mr. SMOOT. The war activities appropriations are not over
and we do not know when they will be. I should like to see
repealed every law that was passed by Congress granting ex-
traordinary powers to the Executive. I think it would be better
for the country, and I am quite sure that it would be better for
the Treasury of the Pnited States.

THE MERCHANT MARINE.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I wish to say just a few things
about the merchant marine biIl

During the war all good, patriotic people did all they could
to coniribute all they could to help win the war. As a result
of the war we now have on hand a large number of ships, some-
thing over 2,000. Personally I am opposed to the Government

going into business and conducting any business that eitizens of
the United States can carry on as an ordinary proposition, but
these are extraordinary times, and this is an extraordinary con-
dition. We were forced into owning the ships.

I am a member of the Committee on Commerce, a new mem-
ber, having been on the committee only a few months. I have
a great deal of apprehension about the bill, although I desire
to say that the committee worked most diligently on it and they
have framed the best law they think can possibly be framed at
this time. If I had been preparing the bill, this is not exactly
as I would have had it. No doubt it is a good policy to sell
useless ships and ships not suited to our purposes. I think that
is about as far as I would have gone at the present time. I
want to get the Government out of the shipping business as soon
as practicable, and without loss, and for the interest of the
whole country.

My fear is that these ships will be saerificed and be allowed
to fall into the hands of monopolists. The time has come when
we need a merchant marine which will be commensurate with
our demands and necessities, We wish to ship our goods to every
market in the world. I am, therefore, strongly in favor of
building up a great merchant marine.

Mr. President, I wish some such process as I am about to
suggest might be adopted. I wish that the Shipping Board
would make a calculation in order to ascertain how many ships
each State would be entitled to, according to the population of
the State. We are told here to-day that sufficient advertisement
has not been made of the infended sales of these ships; and I
am firmly of the opinion that that is true. Of course, I do not
believe in the Government giving its ships away; and while I
know that the States, as such, could not buy ships, I should
like to have the ownership of the ships spread out all over the
United States, I believe that the Shipping Board ought to
encourage chambers of commerce, boards of trade, and different
business institutions all over the eountry to look into the desir-
ability of purchasing the ships; and if it could be so arranged
that each State would be entitled to an option on the purchase
of so many ships, perhaps the citizens of the States would get
busy and form corporations and combine with other people and
help buy the ships.

The plan proposed in the bill is to sell the ships at a very rea-
sonable figure—perhaps it is left to the board as to what is a
reasonable figure—on long time, with a very small cash pay-
ment, the interest, I believe, to be fixed by the board. I think,
perhaps, the rate of interest should have been fixed by the bill ;
but I do not care to criticize what the committee has done.

It is very important, however, that the ownership of these
ships shall be distributed all over the United States. During
the recent World War there was a great congestion of goods
for shipment in the northern ports, and there has been conges-
tion since that time. It is said that there was a string of loaded
cars from New York back to Cleveland and possibly farther
west. I wish that the ports of this country could be opened
clear around the water front of the United States. Formerly
we had great shipping from my section of the country, and it
was stated here recently that some ships had been allocated to
that section and that the shipping business there has grown
rapidly. A gentleman called to see me here last week, and he
said he was considering the proposition of establishing a line
of ships from Charleston or Savannah and that he would oper-
ate as many as a ship a day. It seems to me, Mr. President,
that the citizens of every State will have something which they
shall desire to ship, and they certainly will be inferested in
imports. I wish that the coal interests, the beef interests, the
grain interests, the tobacco interests, the cotton-mill interests,
the cotton-growing interests, and the farming interests generally
all over this country would cooperate and buy these ships. If
there is going to be any money made out of the operation, if
these ships are to be sacrificed, I think the people all over the
country ought to get some of the benefit of the transaction. I
do not believe it is to the interest of our trade that the owner-
ship of more vessels should be placed in the congested ports.

We read in the newspapers here within the last few days of
the longshoremen's strike; that ships can not be loaded, but
are tied up in New York; in fact, the people there admit that
to be the situation. The conditions in those ports are such that
they can not handle the freight, and many of the ships have been
diverted to Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Norfolk. It is a sad
day for the prosperity of our country when a few men, be they
longshoremen or others, shall tie up the entire commerce of this
country. It is impossible to get trains through here from the
South ; they, too, are tied up. I hope, by diversifying the owner-
ship of the ships, that we shall open up the ports on the South
Atlantie, on the Gulf, and on the Pacific coast; that we shall
thereby get our goods rapidly to market; and that it will not be

#
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within the power of any few men to tie up the commerce of the
country.

Yesterday I received a long-distance message, over a dis-
tance of 500 miles, from a port where it was stated that the
people there had a large quantity of goods; that they were
anxious for more ships to be allocated there; that the business
was rapidly developing.

Just recently five of the South Atlantic ports sent a very large
delegation out West; they went to Detroit and, possibly, as far
as Minneapolis. I think the distance from Charleston or Sa-
vannah to Chicago is practically the same as it is from there
to New York. So if we should open up the South Atlantic and
Gulf ports, instead of railrcads being congested and not being
able to handle our freight, the freight being shipped to those
ports, we should get our goods to market more quickly and
cheaply, and the whole country would thereby be benefited.

I was talking the other day to a supercargo, who said, * We
were tied up in New York some three or four weeks; the ex-
pense of the crew was going on; we had to keep fires up and
burn conl.” Then they went to New Orleans and they were tied
up there for some time and the same expense was incurred.
Some kind of condition ought to be established whereby such a
situation would be impossible. As a result of these tie-ups,
during which time expenses continue, money is thrown away
and no one receives the benefit of it, and by reason of such con-
duet the cost of living piles up and mounts higher and higher.

So I hope that there will be thoroughgoing advertisement by
the Shipping Board. If I had my way, there would be no hurry
to sell these ships, but the sales would be advertised thoroughly
all over the United States, so as to allow every interest to come
in and bid on the ships. Even inland ecities would take pride
in participating, if they understood the situation and the favor-
able terms upon which they could purchase the ships, and per-
Laps would form companies and help buy them, and thereby
make possible a better price for the United States and insure
some beuefit to everybody. Not only that, but if our constituents
in the various States owned stock in the shipping companies
we would be more likely, perhaps, to pass laws to meet the condi-
tions that might arise. So I believe that the board should not
be in great haste, even if this law is passed, to dump the ships
on the market at any prices they can get for them. I think
there is quite a difference between the situation affecting ships
and that affecting the railroads. We want to build up a mer-
chant marine of which we will be proud ; we want to carry and
distribute a large proportion of our merchandise in our own
vessels, as we did long ago, before the days of the Civil War.

FORGE AND BALARIES IN PATENT OFFICE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11984) to increase the force and
salaries in the Patent Office, and for other purposes.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, after consultation with mem-
bers of the committee and others, I am authorized, so far as we
can, to accept the amendment that is now pending, offered by
the Senator from Utah.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The gquestion is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Utah to the amendment reported
by the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS, Air. President, I have two other amendments
which I desire to offer to the committee amendments.

On paze 12 line 11, I move to insert the words * license and,”
s0 as to read:

And the Federal Trade Commission ig hereby authorized and em-
powered to license and collect fees and royalties for licenses,

1t is merely a grammatical correction. o

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated. :

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. In the committee amendment, on
page 12, in line 11, after the word “ empowered,” it is proposed
to insert the words “ license and.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr., NORRIS. On page 12, after line 21, I move to amend the
committee amendment by inserting the proviso which I send to
the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The AsSSISTANT SECRETARY. In the committee amendment, on
page 12, at the end of line 21, after the word * benefit,” it is
proposed 4o insert the following proviso:

Provided, That nothing herein shall be‘construed to give to said com-
mission or any other governmental agency any authorlctly to engage in
the manufacture of any such invention or patented article.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is on agreeing to the
amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I call attention to page 2, where T .

desire to offer a number of amendments. On that page, ig ljne
16, I move to strike out * forty-seven " and insert “ thirty.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated.

The SEcrRETARY. On page 2, line 16, after the word * examin-
ers™ it is proposed to strike out * foriy-seven” and insert
* thirty.”

Mr. NORRIS,
far as I know. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to.

Mr. KING. In line 17, on the same page, before the words
“ first assistants,” I move to strike out * one hundred ” and in-
sert “ seventy-five.”

Mr. NORRIS. There is no objection to that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to. ;

Mr. KING. In line 18, on the same page, I move to strike
out * thirty " and insert the word “ twenty.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The AssisTaNT SECRETARY. On page 2, line 18, where the
word * thirty ” occurs in two places it is proposed to strike out
“thirty " and insert * twenty.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. On the same page, on line 19, I move to strike
out *“one hundred ™ before the words " second assistants,” and
insert “ seventy-five,”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The AssisTANT SECRETARY. On page 2, line 19, before the
words “ second assistants,” it is proposed to strike out * one hun-
dred ” and insert “ seventy-five.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. On line 21 of the same page I move to strike
out the words “ one hundred,” relating to the third assistants,
and insert “ seventy-five.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, KING. In lines 22 and 23 I move to strike out * one
hundred ” before the words * fourth assistants” and insert in
lieu thereof “ seventy-five."”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have suggested another amend-
ment to the Senator from Nebraska, which he is not willing to
accept. T shall not ask a vote upon it, but I call his attention
to it, and I ask his serious consideration to the matter when the
bill goes to conference. The amendment is on page 1, iine 6,
after the word * section,” to insert the words *“ for the fiscal
year 1921,” so that it will read:

The salaries of the officers mentioned in the preceding section for the
fiscal year 1921 shall be as follows:

The Senator will not accept that amendment, and he has been
so patient that I will not ask for a vote and permit the bill to
be put upon its passage. 3

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to increase the
force and .salaries in the Patent Office and to authorize the
Federal Trade Commission to accept and administer, for the
benefit of the public and the encouragement of industry, in-
ventions, patents, and patent rights, and for other purposes.”

Mr, NORRIS. I move that the Senate ask for a conference
with the House on the bill and amendments and that the Chair
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr. Norris, Mr. BraNpecier, and Mr. Kimkey conferees on the
part of the Senate.

CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES.

Mr, POMERENE. On yesterday I presented Senate resolu-
tion 383, which I had hoped to have the consent of the Senate
to take up and dispose of. An objection was made by the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge]. Under the rules of
the Senate I am not entirely clear as to whether the resolution
should go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate. I find on investigation of the
precedents that at times similar resolutions have been thus
referred, and at other times they have not been. I am, how-

There is no objection to that amendment, so

ever, going to move that the resolution be referred to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate, with instructions to report on the convening of the
Senate on the calendar day of Saturday, June 5.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
the Senator from Ohio.

The motion was agreed to.

The question is on the motion of
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BITUMINOUS COAL SITUATION.

Mr. LODGE. I promised several Senators that we should
have an executive session. b

Mr. KING. The Senator from Muassachusetis [Mr. WarsH]
has a resolution of inquiry. It will take only a moment, and I
appeal to the Senator to allow it to be considered.

Mr, LODGE. Certainly, I yield to my colleague.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I move that the Senale take
up and act upon Senate resolution 374, a resolution to get cer-
tain information from the Interstate Commerce Commission
dealing with the coal question. I understand that there is no
opposition to it. I have talked with the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. SurnerrLasp], and he now has no objection. He
objected to it the other day.

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to say to the Senator that the
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SurHERLAXND] asked me, if
the resolution eame up, simply to notify him.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. He told me yesterday to pro-
ceed in his absence.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator from West Virginia has told
the Senator from Massachusetts he has no objection, I have
none,

The resolution (8. Ies. 374) submitted by Mr, Warsa of
Massachusetts on May 28, 1920, was read, considered by unani-
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized
and directed to investigate and report to the Senate as soon as prac-
ticable—

(a) What amount of bituminous coal mined in the Pennsylvania and
West Virginia fields during the months of March and April, 1920, was
dumped over tidewater piers:

(b) What is the probable amount of {he coal mined in these fields
that will be shipped to tidewater in the next six months;

(¢) What percentage of the coal dumped at tidewater during March
and April was used for foreign bunkers and export cargo;

(.:‘1) From what ports were these exports made, and how much from
each ;

(e) What percentage of the coal dumped at tidewater in Marech and
April moved coastwise :

(f) How many rallway cars were uscd in these months to carry the
coal which went offshore for foreign bunkers and cargoes ;

(g) To what extent has the price of coal for locomotive use on
American railroads been ralsed due to the npbidding of coal prices by
foreign buyers ;

(h) To what extent does the eastern coast section of the United
States depend on shipments of bituminous coal by water ; and

(i) What is the total tonnage of hituminous coal shipped by water
in normal times to supply the necessary requirements o? the eastern
coast section.

EXAMINATION OF APPLICANTS FOR POSTMASTERSHIPS,

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offer a resolution and ask
that it lie on the table until to-morrow.

The resolution (8. Res. 385) was read and ordered to lie on
the table, as follows:

Whereas the United States Civil Service Commission is required under
certain conditions by Executive order to certify to the PPostmaster
(ieneral the result of an open mm&mtll!vc examination to test the
fitness of urppllcantﬁ for a vacancy in the position of postmaster of
any office of the firet, second, or third class; and

Whereas the commigsion is further required to give preference in such
examinations and certifications to persons honorably discharged from
the military, naval, or marine service of the United States; and

Whereas complaint has been made that such persons have not been
accorded such preference in such examinations and certifications:
Therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Bervice and Retrenchment,

by subcommittee or otherwlise, is anthorized and directed to investigate

and reelt_)rt to the Senate as soon as practicable—

(a) The method and system of rating the examinations by the United
States Civil Service Commission of applicants for a vacaney in the
position of postmaster of any office of the first, second, or third class,

(b). Whether persons honorably discharged from the military, naval,
or marine service of the United States are given preference in such
examination ratings.

(¢) Whether such persons are given preference in the certification
made llg the commission to the PPostmaster General.

(d) Such additional matters relating to such preference for such
vacancies as the committee may deem advisable,

Buch committee is hereby authorized during the, Bixty-sixth Congress
to git during the sessions or recesses of the Congress, at Washington
or at any other place in the United States, to send for persons, books,
and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer to
report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject
which may be before such committee, such stenographer's service to be
rendered at a cost not exceeding $1 per Iprlnterl page, the expenses in
carrying out the provisions of this resolution to be paid out of the
contingent fund of the Senate.

INCOME AND PROFITS TAX RETURNS.

Mr. HARRIS. T give notice that to-morrow I shall ask that
the Senate discharge the Finance Committee from the con-
sideration of Senate joint resolution 146, directing the Secretary
of the Treasury to furnish the Senafe certain detailed informa-
tion secured from income and profits tax returns of taxable
year 1918,

EXPORTATION OF SUGAR.

Mr. MoNARY. T ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro-

ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 4420, to prohibit the

exportation of sugar, and for other purposes. It is a very im-
portant measure. I think its disposition will require only a
brief time, and I ask unanimous consent for the consideration
of the bill. >
Mr, SMCOT. Mr. President, I understood that we were going
fo have an executive session at this time. It is impossible to
consider the bill now. '
Mr. DIAL. I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll.
The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to
their names :

Ashurst Harding Nugent Smoot
Borah Harris Overman Spencer
Brandegee Henderson Page Stanley
Calder Jones, Wash, I'helan Sterling
CapPer Kenyon I'hipps Sutherland
Curtis Keyes Pomerene Swianson
Dial King Ransdell Thomas
Dillingham Lmlg:e Reed Townsend
Fernald MeCumber Robinson Trammell
iy MeNary Sheppard Underwood .
Gerry Nelson Simmons Walsh, Mass.
Glass New Bmith, Ariz. Warren

Iale Norris Smith, Md. Wolcott

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 3
Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate take up for considera-
tion Senate bill 4420, to prohibit the exportation of sugar, and
for other purposes,
EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider-
ation of executive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 30 minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened.

EXPORTATION OF SUGAR.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 4420) to prohibit the
exportation of sugar, and for other purposes.

Mr. THOMAS. I should like to inquire of the Senator
whether the bill will provoke long discussion. : .

Mr., McNARY. I can only say to the Senator from Colorado
that I hope not.

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon if it
is a Senate bill or a House bill?

Mr. McNARY. It is a Senate bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, it is absolutely impossible to secure the
consideration of it by the House. So why take up the little
time we have left now in the discussion of such a bill?

Mr. McNARY. I will say to the Senator from Utah that I
also have great hope in this respect, that the House will take
it up for early consideration to-morrow if it passes the Senate
this evening. It is a Dbill that I think possesses great merit
and that the people of the country, who want sugar, will be
happy to have written on the statute books. I imagine that
there will not be much opposition on the floor of the Senate,
and little, if any, {n the House. It is proposed legislation that
ought to be enacted before the expiration of the present session,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. GAY. I object.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate tnke
up for consideration the bill (8. 4420) to prohibit the exporta-
tion of sugar, and for other purposes.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. Mr. President, I do not think it
wise to take up the bill at this time. It is a very questionable
bill, in my judgment, and it is very doubtful whether it would
help in any way. The proposition is to put an embargo on the
exportation of sugar from the United States when the sugar
is not here, when we do not produce enough in our own country
to meet our own needs. It must come in from other countries
to furnish our people what they require.

If we put an embargo on sugar, we are likely to deter imports,
we are likely to interfere and cause persons who desire to refine
it and ship it out to hesitate about bringing it in. I can not see
any reason why they should bring it in if we forbid them sub-
sequently to ship it out should they wish to sell it abroad. I
can not see any reasonable expectation that we will increase
our supply of sugar by putting an embargo on its export, when
it has not yet been imported.

Mr. McNARY. I will say to the Senator from Georgia that
the bill contains a provision exempting from the operation of the
provisions of the bill the sugar brought here on toll, owned by
foreign nations or their nationals.

The purpose of this bill is this: When sugar is acquired by
refiners or speculators or jobbers in this country and brought
here and refined, the bill provides that it shall be kept here and
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sold to American consumers, thereby adding to their supply.
Anyone engaged in the sugar business ought to be satisfied with
the profit they can make at prices which they charge the Ameri-
can publie to-day and should not be permitted to sell it to the
nationals of other countries. That is the purpose of the bill
1t does not affect in any regard sugar brought here for refin-
ing. It only will keep here the sugar that is brought over, that
ought to remain and be sold to the American public at a fair
rice.

: Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator has the figures
there. May I inquire how much has been sent out of the United
States within the last year?

Mr., McNARY. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi
that the statisties supplied me by the Government show that
555,000,000 pounds, aggregating about 257,000 tons, have been
exported.

A part of this sugar was brought in here and refined on toll,
and the Government contends that much of it has been brought
in by speculators and refiners and sold and taken out of the
country at a higher price. It is that sugar that I want to
retain in this couniry.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, if the Senator will
pardon me, did not the expert say that he could not tell what
proportion was brought in for that purpose; that he did not
know?

Mr. MCNARY. He said it was a very large proportion; that
he did not know the exact figures, but that it was a tremendous
quantity.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, does the Senator from Oregon
state to us that any of the sugar which was exported out of the

. country was primarily produced in this country?

Mr. McNARY. No; very little of such sugar was exported.

Mr. REED. All of it was brought in from abreoad and refined
here, so that our refineries had the work; then a part of it was
sent abroad—the amount the Senator speaks of—but it was all
foreign sugar, which was brought here and refined in bond.

Mr, McNARY. That is true, the simple fact being that the
sugar that we consume, to, a very large extent, comes from
Cuba. -

Mr, NORRIS. I think the Senator from Oregon misunder-
stood the latter part of the question of the Senator from
Missouri. The sugar was not all refined in bond.

Mr. McNARY. No; I did not understand that part of the
question of the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED. Then, they had to pay duty on it?

Mr. McNARY, They would pay the duty on the sugar brought
here from abroad by refineries and refined and sold in this
country; but that does not apply to the sugar which the Senator
from Missouri has in mind, namely, the sugar which was
brought over which was owned by foreigners and refined at
our refineries and sold abroad. -

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ore-
gon yield for a question?

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator from Oregon has referred to
the large amount of sugar that was exported. Probably a year
ago, pursuant to an arrangement which the United States had
made with our allies, we bought a certain amount of sugar,
agreeing that a portion of it should be sent to our allies? Is
not all that sugar included in the amount to which the Senator
has just referred?

Mr. McNARY. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that
probably some of it is included; but, from information I have
obtained from many of the refiners, but little of the sugar that
has been exported comes under that classification.

Mr. POMERENE. The only thought I had in mind was that
if we had a contract of that kind which was not complied with,
certainly we would all desire to keep good faith.

Mr. McNARY. That is quite true.

Mr. LODGE, Mr. President, I am thoroughly in sympathy
with the bill the consideration of which is proposed by the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary]; I should be very glad to
have it passed; I should certainly vote for it, and I have no
objection to offer to it; but thefre is a House joint resolution
here which is ready to be reported from the Judiciary Com-
mittee, which I consider of very great importance. I refer
to the joint resolution proposing to repeal the war legislation.
That measure comes from the Judiclary Committee with a
favorable report. I repeat that it is a House joint resolution,
and if we pass it I hope it will become a law. So it seems to
me that the Senator from Oregon might be willing, if the con-
gideration of the measure to which I refer will not take too
long, to give the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING]
an opportunity to present it to the Senate for consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
withdraw his motion?

Mr. McNARY. No; I had rather at this time have it finally
decided what disposition the Senate desires to make of my
groposal to bring the sugar bill before the body for considera-

on.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I quite agree with the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge] in the thought that
it will not take very long to dispose of the measure to which
he refers, and it is important, as the Senator from Massa-
chusetts has indicated, to dispose of it. I hope, therefore, that
the Senator from Oregon will yield for its consideration and
disposition.

Mr. McNARY. ‘I should like te do that; but it will take
but a few moments to have some disposition made of my motion.
Then, if the Senate shall vote to consider my bill, I shall yield
to the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. BRANDEGERE, Mr. President, would not the Senator
from Oregon be satisfied if the Senate would grant him unani-
mous consent to proceed to the consideration of the sugar bill
immediately upon the conclusion of the matter suggested by
the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. McNARY. I would.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Then I will ask, if the . Senator from
Oregon is too modest to do it, that unanimous consent be
granted to proceed to the consideration of the sugar bill as
soon as the joint resolution repealing war legislation shal!
have been disposed of.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr., GAY. DMr. President, reserving the right to object, my
attention was diverted, and I did not hear the Senator's re-
quest——

Mr. BRANDEGEE. My request was that as soon as the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. SterLiNG] shall have had the
joint resolution repealing war legislation disposed of the Senate
will proceed to the consideration of the sugar bill

Mr. GAY. That may be done aqnly if a majority of the
Senate is in favor of it

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is an objection to the re-
quest for unanimous consent.

Mr. McNARY. I think that I shall insist on the motion
which I have made. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. What is the motion, Mr. President?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to proceed to the
consideration of the sugar embargo bill.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to say a word or two further
before that bill is taken up. How can anyone hope that we
shall increase our supply of sugar by forbidding the exporta-
téion of sugar which has not yet been brought into the United

tates?

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to
me?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. Might we not reduce the price of sugar
to the consumers in the United States by preventing a part of
the sugar which is now in the United States from being shipped
out of the United States to some other country?

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. Yes; if we should limit such ex-
portation “to sugar that is now in the United States such a
measure might possibly be of some value.

Mr. McNARY. Let me ask the Senator from Georgia a

question.
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will let the Senator do so.
Mr. McNARY. In reading the provisions of the bill, does it

not clearly appear that the bill does not apply to sugar that is
brought here which may be refined and resold to the American
public, and particularly exempts sugar which is brought here to
be refined on toll? Therefore, the Senator's objection to the
consideration of the bill falls because of the very provisions of
the bill,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. - No. I think the Senator from Ore-
gon takes an incorrect view of the measure. It broadly applies
to all sugar that may at any time be in the United States ex-
cept that which is brought here by foreign agencies to be re-
fined and returned to them. It might deter the bringing of
sugar into the United States. If the sugar produced in the
United States was ample to meet our wants, and we put an
embargo on exports, it might increase the volume of sugar re-
tained for the use of the people of the United States; but when
the sugar is not here and has to be brought here, when it is not
pretended that the supply now in the United States is at all
sufficient to meet the wants of the United States, to put an
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embargo on the export of sugar is to discourage the bringing .

of sugar from Cuba here. The man who intends to refine sugar
and send it away from here, the man who has a contract with
the foreign market to furnish sugar, will not bring it here at all.

Mr. McNARY. Let me ask the Senator another question.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will yield in a moment. Again,
the man who is in doubt about whether he will sell sugar in
the United States or sell it in the foreign market will hesitate
to bring it into the United States. The only benefit would be
to hold the sugar which comes here. We do not produce in the
Philippines, Hawaii, and in continental United States any-
thing like what we need, but depend upon foreign production
for our supply. If we limit our sugar to the sugar produced
in the United States, our supply would be less than a third of
what we would consume. The sugar is not in the United States
now to meet our wants for any considerable length of time;
sugar must be imported into the United States to furnish our
people what they need. Now, what possible help could an em-
* bargo on exports of sugar be to the supply in the United States
when the sugar must be imported into the United States to give
the supply? Possibly upon the theory that somebody will bring
it in and we will grab it when it gets here; but an intelligent
man will not bring it imif he wants to ship it somewhere else;
he will shun bringing it to a place where the embargo cuts off
a part of his market; and we are far more likely to lessen our
supply than to increase it by this proposed legislation.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit
me to ask him a question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. :

Mr. BRANDEGEE. We are greatly pressed for time now,
and, while I wish to hear the Senator’s argument if we take
the bill up, we have not decided as yet to take it up; and I
think we would save time if we could vote now on the motion
of the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to give the Senate an idea
of the undesirability of taking up the bill, by showing that the
bill will consume time if taken up, and do no good if passed.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Very well; but I hope we will soon be
able to have a vote.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wanted to indicate to the Senate
the fact that if this bill is taken up, it will involve a long and
elaborate discussion. It is a most doubtful piece of economic
legislation; it is a piece of legislation which can not in any
sense furnish a guaranty of any help for our supply of sugar,
but, Ion the contrary, some of us believe it will endanger our
supply.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. RANSDELL. I was about to suggest the absence of a
quorum.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Do not do that now.

Mr, RANSDELL. We are going to vote on this matter, Sena-
tors; it is a very important matter affecting my State. I do not
want it to be seitled at this session and we can not settle it
at this session. If it is attempted to settle it at this session,
it will be necessary to have a quorum of the Senate to do it.

Mr. THOMAS. Some of us will vote “ nay.”

Mr. RANSDELL. If the Senate will vote down the motion,
very well. I withdraw the point.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is obvious that this bill is
going to require considerable debate.

: L;{i: RANSDELL. I am prepared to discuss it at considerable
ength.

Mr. LODGE. We have measures here, some of which are
of the very first importance, such as the one in charge of the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Sterring], which is a House
measure. I hope the Senator from Oregon will be willing to
allow us to take up the joint resolution to repeal the war legis-
lation, for it is of very great moment.

Mr. McNARY. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts
that if the Senate will consent to the consideration of the sugar
bill I will gladly yield to the Senator from South Dakota, and
also to the Senator from Washington, for the two conference re-
ports which he will soon have to present, and to any other
more immediate impending legislation. That ought to satisfy
the Senator.

Mr. SMITH of Georga. Those of us who are opposed to
taking up this bill certainly do not want to make any such ar-
rangement.

Mr. LODGE. Of course not.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. We are entitled to begin our fight
now on the motion to take up the bill, and we certainly can not

consent to an arrangement of that kind. If the Senate takes
up this bill, it will have to take it up with consciousness of what
is ahead in the Senate.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote!

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Jregon to take up the so-called sugar bill.
[Putting the question.] By the sound the “noes” seem to
have it.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for a division.

On a division, the motion was rejected.

AMITY OF ENGLISH-SPEAKING PEOPLE.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President, I send to the desk a Senate
resolution, which I ask to have read and go over under the rule,

The resolution (8. Res. 386) was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the relations of

amity and good will which the late war with Germany established
among the English-speaking peoples constitute the best guaranty of the
future peace of the world and the final refuge of institutions founded

upon liberty and justice protected by law,

That any breach or serious disturbance of these relations would
jeoi{ardize the permanency of modern civilization.

We therefore deplore and denounce all indignities toward the official
representatives or the flag of any foreign Government with which the
United States is at peace, and call upon the properly constituted au-
thorities to utilize all lawful means for preventing their recurrence.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under

the rule.
ADDRESS BY ASSISTANT SECRETARY LEFFINGWELL.

Mr. GLASS, Mr. President, I present a copy of an address
delivered by Assistant Secretary Leffingwell before the Academy
of Political Science in New York, with a view to its reference
to the Committee on Printing, to the end of making it a public
document.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection?
Chair hears none, and it will be so referred.

REPEAL OF WAR-TIME LEGISLATION.

Mr. STERLING. From the Committee on the Judiciary, I .
report back favorably without amendment the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 373) declaring that certain acts of Congress, joint
resolutions, and proclamations shall be construed as if the war
had ended and the present or existing emergency expired. T
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
joint resolution.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was
read, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That in the interpretation of any provision relating
to the date of the termination of the present war or of the present or
existing emergency in any acts of Congress, joint resolutions, or proc-
lamations of the President containing provisions contingent upon the
date of the termination of the war or of the Eresent or existing emer-
gency, or on the existence of a state of war, the date when this resolu-
tion becomes effective shall be construed and treated as the date of the
termination of the war or of the present or existing emergency, not-
withstanding any provision in any act of Congress or joint resolution
providing any other mode of determining the date of the termination
of the war or of the present or existing emergency. Excepting, however,
from the operation and effect of this resolution the following acts and
throclamatiuns, to wit: The act entitled “An act to provide further for

e national security and defense by encouraging the groductlun. con-
serving the supply, and controlling the distribution of food products
and fuel,” approved August 10, 1917, the amendment thereto entitled
“The food control and Distriet of Columbla rents act,” approved
October 22, 1919, the act known as the trading with the enemy act,
approved October 6, 1917, and the first, second, third, and fourth Lib-
erty bond acts, the supplement to second Liberty bond act, and the
Victory Liberty loan act; also the proclamations issued under the au-
thority conferred by the acts herein excepted from the effect and opera-
tion of this resolution.

Mr. STERLING.
I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The REApiNg CLERK. On page 2, line 14, after the word “act”
and the semicolon, it is proposed to insert:

And the act entitled “An act to prevent in time of war departure
from and entry into the United States contrary to the public safety,”
approved May 22, 1918.

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended,
and the amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint
resolution to be read a third time.

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed.
e THE MERCHANT MARINE—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I desire to sub-
mit a further report on the merchant marine bill, making it
conform to the point of order made in the House. I ask unani-

The

Mr. President, I offer the amendment which

mous consent for the adoption of the report.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read.
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The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the

two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.|
10378) to provide for the promotion and maintenance of the
American merchant marine, to repeal certain emergency legis-

lation, and provide for the disposition, regulation, and use of
property acquired thereunder, and for other purposes, having

met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend |

and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 35, 44,
47, 49, 122, 125, 138, and 149.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-:

ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, T, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,
20,21, 22, 23,

B3ES

91, 92, 98,
107, 108, 109, 110, 111,
119, and 148, and agree to

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to ‘the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following: “in this act”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following: L

“8ec. 3. (a) That section 3 of the ‘shipping act, 1916, is
amended to read as follows:

“¢8gc. 3. That a board is hereby created to be known as the
United States Shipping Board and hereinnfter referred to as the
board. The board shall be composed of ‘seven commissioners, to
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate; and the President shall designate the mem-
ber to act as chairman of the board, and the board may elect
one of its members as vice chairman. Such commissioners shall
be appointed as soon as practicable after the enactment of this
act and shall continue in office two for a term of one year, and
the remaining five for terms of two, three, four, five, and six
years, respectively, from the date of their appointment, the term
of each to be designated by the President, but their successors
shall be appointed for terms of six years, except that any per-
son chosen to fill a vacancy shall be appointed only for the unex-
pired term of the commissioner whom he succeeds.

““ The commissioners shall be appointed with due regard to
their fitness for the efficient discharge of the duties imposed on
them by this act, and two shall be appointed from the States
touching the Pacific ‘Ocean, two from the States touching the
Atlantic Ocean, one from the States touching the Gulf of Mexico,
one from the States touching the Great Lakes, and one from the
interior, but not more than one shall be appointed from the same
State. Not more than four of the commissioners shall be ap-
pointed from the same political party. A wvacancy in the beard
shall be filled in the same manner as the original appointments.
No commissioner shall take any part in the consideration or
decision of any claim or particular controversy in which he has
# pecuniary interest.

“*Each commissioner shall devote his time to the duties of
his office, and shall not be in the employ of or hold any official
relation to any common carrier or other person subject to this
act, nor while holding such office acquire any stock or bonds
thereof or become pecuniarily interested in any such earrier,

“*The duties of the board may be so divided that under its
supervision the directorship. of warious activities may be as-
signed to one or more commissioners. Any commissioner may be
removed by the President for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or
“malfeasance in office. A wvacancy in the board shall not impair
the right of the remaining members of the board to exercise all
its powers. The board shall have an official seal, which shall
be judicially noticed.

“*The board may adopt 1ules and regulations in regard to
its procedure and the conduct of its business. The board may
employ within the limits of appropriations made therefor by
Congress such attorneys as it finds necessary for proper legal
service to the board in the conduct of its work, or for
proper representation of the public interest in investigations
made by it or proceedings pending before it whether at the
board's own instance or upon complaint, or to appear for or
represent the board in any case in court or other tribunal. The
board shall have such other rights and perform such other
duties not inconsistent with the merchant marine act, 1920, as
are conferred by existing law upon the board in existence at
the time this section as amended takes effect.

|

#¢The commissioners in office at the time this section as
amended takes effect shall hold office until all the commis-
sioners provided for in this section as amended are appointed
and qualify.’

“(b) The first sentence of section 4 of the ‘shipping act,
1916,” is amended to read as follows: 4

“*Bec. 4. That each member of the board shall receive a
salary of $12,000 per aznum.’”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment -of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following: * coasistent with
good business methods and the objects and purpeses to be at-
tained by this act, at public or private conrpetitive sale after
mppraisement and due advertisement, to " ; and the Senate agree
‘to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
‘ment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with
an ‘amendment as follows: In Teu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following: “existing freight
rates and prospects of their maintenance™; and the Senate
‘agree to the same. v

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
-ment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In fieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following: “and any other
facts or conditions that would influenece a prudent, solvent busi-
mness man in the sale of similar vessels or property which he is
not forced to sell ”; and the Senate agree to the same, :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ameni-
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with
an amendment as Tollows: In lieu of the matter preposed hy
the ‘Senate amendment insert the following: * not inconsistent
with the provisions of section 5 {except that completion of the
payment of the purchase price and interest shall mot be d»-
ferred more than 10 years after the making of the contract of
sale)”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following: *; but mo such
sale shall be made unless the board, after diligent effort, has
been mnable to sell, in accordance with the terms and condi-
tions of section 5, such vessels to persons citizens of the Unite:|
States, and bas, upon an affirmative vote of not less than five ot
its members, spread upon the minutes of the board, determinea
to make such sale; and it shall make as a part of its records a
full statement of its reasons for making such sale. Deferred
payments of purchase price of vessels under this section shall
bear interest at the rate of not less than 53 per cent per annum
payable semiannually " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lines 6 and T of the matter pro-
posed by the Senate amendment strike out the following words:
“where adequate terminal connections with rail carriers can
and will be made -or already exist™; in line 17 of the matter
proposed by the Senate amendment strike out the words * of the
United States” and insert in lien thereof the following: * re-
ferred to in section 4 of this act or otherwise acquired by the
board ”; in line 30 of the matter proposed by the Senate amend-
ment, after the word * authorized,” insert the following: “ not-
withstanding the act entitled *An act to provide for ocean mail
service between the United States amd foreign ports, and to pro-
mote commerce,” approved March 3, 1891 "; at the end of the
matter proposed by the Senate amendment change the period to
a colon and add the following: “And provided further, That
whenever the board shall determine, as provided in this act,
that trade conditions warrant the establishment of a service
or additional service under Government administration where a
service is already being given by persons, citizens of the United
States, the rates and charges for such Government service shall
mnot be less than the cost thereof, including a proper interest
and depreciation charge on the walue of Government vessels
and -equipment employed therein™; and in line 8 of the matter
propesed by the Senate amendment, after the word *“world,”
insert the words “ and domestic”; and the Senate agree to the
same. ‘

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment, after the word “ board,” insert a comma
and the following: “in -cooperation with the Secretary of
War”; in line 6 of the matter proposed by the Senate amend-
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ment, after the word * rail,” insert a comma and the word
“water ' ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 77 and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 4 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment, strike out * $50,000,000 " and insert in lieu
“ $25,000,000”;; and in line 4 of the Senate amendment, after
“ construction " insert “loan’; and in line 5 of the Senate
amendment strike out “in the construction, or”; in line 21 of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment, strike out every-
thing after the word “ built " down to and including the word
“ gemiannually,” at the end of the matter proposed by such
Senate amendment ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 79 and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following: “ may be reconditioned
and kept in suitable repair and until”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following: * pursuant to the
policy and purposes declared in sections 1 and 5 of this act;
and the United States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Cor-
poration shall continue in existence and have authority to
operate vessels, unless otherwise directed by law, until all
vessels are sold in accordance with the provisions of this act,
the provision ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following: “ 10 hereof, and for the
construction loan fund authorized in section 11 hereof ; and
the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 100, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert: “ and construction loan funds™;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following:

“ Sec. 17. That the board is authorized and directed to take
over on January 1, 1921, the possession and control of, and to
maintain and develop, all docks, piers, wareho wharves
and terminal equipment and facilities, including all leasehold
easements, rights of way, riparian rights and other rights,
estates and interests therein or appurtenant thereto, acquired
by the President by or under the act entitled ‘An act making
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1918, and prior fiscal years,
on account of war expenses, and for other purposes,’ approved
March 28, 1918.

“The possession and control of such other docks, piers, ware-
houses, wharves and terminal equipment and facilities or
parts thereof, including all leasehold easements, rights of way,
riparlan rights and other rights, estates or interests therein
or appurtenant thereto which were acquired by the War De-
partment or the Navy Department for military or naval pur-
poses during the war emergency may be transferred by the
President to the board whenever the President deems such
transfer to be for the best interests of the United States.

“The President may at any time he deems it npecessary, by
order setting out the need therefor and fixing the period of
Such need, permit or transfer the possession and control of
any part of the property taken over by or transferred to the
board under this section to the War Department or the Navy
Department for their needs, and when in the opinion of the
President such need therefor ceases the possession and control
of such property shall revert to the board. None of such prop-
erty shall be sold except as may be hereafter provided by law.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 12 of the matter proposed
by the Senate amendment, after the word “ chartered,” at the
end of the line preceding and the beginning of said line 12,
insert the words * by the board ”; in lieu of the last two para-
graphs of the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert
the following:

“It shall be unlawful to sell, transfer or morigage, or, ex-
cept under regulations prescribed by the board, to charter, any
vessel purchased from the board or documented under the laws

of the United States to any person not a citizen of the United
States, or to put the same under a foreign registry or flag, with-
out first obtaining the board’'s approval.

“Any vessel chartered, sold, transferred or mortgaged to a
person not a citizen of the United States or placed under a for-
eign registry or flag, or operated, in violation of -ny provision
of this section shall be forfeited to the United States, and who-
ever violates any provision of this section shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor and subject to a fine of not more than $5,000, or
to imprisonment for not more than five years, or both.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following :

“ 8ec. 19. (1) The board is authorized and directed in aid of
the accomplishment of the purposes of this act (a) to make
all necessary rules and regulations to carry out the provisions
of this act; (b) to make rules and regulations affecting ship-
ping in the foreign trade not in conflict with law in order to
adjust or meet general or special conditions unfavorable to ship-
ping in the foreign trade, whether in any particular trade or
upon any particular route or in commerce generally and which
arise out of or result from foreign laws, rules or regulations
or from competitive methods or practices employed by owners,
operators, agents, or masters of vessels of a foreign country;
and (c) to request the head of any department, board, bureau,
or agency of the Government to suspend, modify, or annul rules
or regulations which have been established by such department,
board, bureau, or agency, or to make new rules or regulations
affecting shipping in the foreign trade other than such rules
or regulations relating to the Public Health Service, the Con-
sular Service, and the Steamboat-Inspection Service.

“(2) No rule or regulation shall hereafter be established by
any department, board, bureau, or agency of the Govermment
which affect shipping in the foreign trade, except rules or
regulations affecting the Public Health Service, the Consular
Service, and the Steamboat-Inspection Service, until such rule
or regulation has been submitted to the board for its approval
and final action has been taken thereon by the board or the
President.

“{3) Whenever the head of any department, board, bureau,
or agency of the Government refuses to suspend, modify, or
annul any rule or regulation, or make a new rule or regulation
upon request of the board, as provided in subdivision (c¢) of
paragraph (1) of this section, or objects to the decision of the
board in respect to the approval of any rule or regulation, as
provided in paragraph (2) of this section, either the board or
the head of the department, board, bureau, or agency which has
established or is attempting to establish the rule or regulation
in question, may submit the facts to the President, who is
hereby authorized to establish or suspend, modify, or annul such
rule or regulation. :

“(4) No rule or regulation shall be established which in any
manner gives vessels owned by the United States any preference
or favor over those vessels documented under the laws of the
United States and owned by persons who are citizens of the
United States.” ’

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following :

“ Sec. 20. (1) That section 14 of the shipping act, 1916, as
amended, is amended to read as follows:

“¢Spe.14. That no common carrier by water shall, directly
or indirectly, in respect to the transportation by water of pas-
sengers or property between a port of a State, Territory, Dis-
triet, or possession of the United States and any other such
port or a port of a foreign country—

“ ¢ Pirst. Pay, or allow, or enter into any combination, agree-
ment, or understanding, express or implied, to pay or allow,
a deferred rebate to any shipper. The term “ deferred rebate”
in this act means a return ggany portion of the freight money
by a carrier to any shipper a consideration for the giving of
all or any portion of his shipments to the same or any other
carrier, or for any other purpose, the payment of which is de-
ferred beyond the completion of the service for which it is paid,
and is made only if, during both the period for which computed
and the period of deferment, the shipper has complied with the
terms of the rebate agreement or arrangement.

“+¢Second. Use a fighting ship either separately or in con-
junction with any other carrier, through agreement or other-
wise. The term * fighting ship” in this act means a vessel
used in a particular trade by a carrier or group of carriers for
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the purpose of excluding, preventing, or reducing competition
by driving another carrier out of said trade.

“*Third. Retaliate against any shipper by refusing, or threat-
ening to refuse, space accommodations when such are available,
or resort to other diseriminating or unfair methods, because
such shipper has patronized any other ecarrier or has filed a
complaint charging unfair treatment, or for any other reason.

** Fourth. Make any unfair or unjustly discriminatory con-
tract with any shipper based on the volume of freight offered, or
unfairly treat or unjustly discriminate against any shipper in
the matter of (a) cargo-space accommodations or other facili-
ties, due regard being had for the proper loading of the vessel
and the available tonnage; (b) the loading and landing of
freight in proper condition; or (¢) the adjustment and settle-
ment of claims.

“‘Any carrier who violates any provision of this section shall
be guilty of a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of not more than
$25,000 for each offense.’

“(2) The shipping act, 1916, as amended, is amended by in-
serting after section 14 a new section to read as follows :

“*Sec. 14a. The board upon its own initiative may, or upon
complaint shall, after due notice to all parties in interest and
hearing, determine whether any person, not a citizen of the
United States and engaged in transportation by water of pas-
sengers or property—

*4(1) Has violated any provision of section 14, or

“¢(2) Is a party to any combination, agreement, or under-
standing, express or implied, that involves in respect to trans-
portation of passengers or property between foreign ports, de-
ferred rebates or any other unfair practice designated in sec-
tion 14, and that excludes from admission upon equal terms
with all other parties thereto, a common earrier by water,
which is a citizen of the United States and which has applied
for such admission.

“*If the board determines that any such person has violated
any such provision or is a party to any such combination,
agreement, or understanding, the board shall thereupon certify
such fact to the Secretary of Commerce. The Secretary shall
thereafter refuse such person the right of enfry for any ship
owned or operated by him or by any carrier directly or indirectly
controlled by him, into any port of the United States, or any
Territory, District, or possession thereof, until the board cer-
tifies that the violation has ceased or such combination, agree-
ment, or understanding has been terminated.”™

And the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lines 1 and 2 of the matter pro-
posed by the Senate amendment strike out * one year from
the enactment of this act” and insert in lien “ February 1,
1922 " in line 11 of the matter proposed by the Senate amend-
ment strike out the words * within a year " and insert the words
“by February 1, 1922"; at the end of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment change the period to a colon and insert
the following: “And provided further, That the foregoing pro-
visions of this section shall not take effect with reference to
the Philippine Islands until the President of the United States
after a full investigation of the local needs and conditions shall,
by proclamation, declare that an adequate shipping service has
been established as herein provided and fix a date for the
going into effect of the same.” In line 1 of the matter pro-
posed by the Senate amendment sirike out *Sec. 23" and
insert in lieu *“ Sec. 21 ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 10 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment strike out the word “ wholly ”; in line
13 of the matter proposed by the Senate amendment strxl:e out
the word “wholly ”; in line 15 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment strike out the words “ wholly in American "
and insert in lief thereof the words “in such,” and after the
word *“ ownership,” in said line 15, insert the following: * sub-
ject to the rules and regulations of such trade: Provided, That
the board is authorized to issue permits for the carrying ot pas-
sengers in foreign ships, if it deems it necessary so to do, oper-
ating between the Territory of Hawali and the Pacific coast
up to February 1, 1922”; in line 1 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment strike out * Sec. 24," and insert in lieu
“Sec. 22"; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out the last paragraph of the
Senate amendment; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 129, and agree to the same with

an amendment as follows: At the end of the matter proposed
by the Senate amendment insert the following: “ Nothing herein
shall be affected by the act entitled ‘An act to provide for ocean
mail service between the United States and foreign ports, and
to promote commerce,” approved March 3, 1891"; in line 1 of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment strike out * Sec.
26" and insert in lieu “ Sec. 24" ; and the Senate agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Beginning in line ¢ of the matter
proposed by the Senate amendment strike out everything after
the word * Shipping " down to and including “ citizens,” in line
9 of the matter proposed by the Senate amendment; and in line
1 of the Senate amendment change the section number from
“27" to “25"; in lines 10 and 11 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment strike out the words “ or such approved or-
ganization " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 2 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment strike out the word * twelve " and insert
in lieu thereof the word “ sixteen.”

Between the first and second paragraphs of the matter pro-
posed by the Senate amendment insert a separate paragraph,
as follows:

“The privilege bestowed by this section on vessels of the
United States shall be extended in so far as the foreign trade
is concerned to the cargo vessels of any nation which allows
the like privilege to cargo vessels of the United States in trades
not restricted to vessels under its own flag.”

In line 1 of the matter proposed by the Senate amendment
strike out “ Sec. 28 ” and insert in lien thereof * Sec., 26.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 8 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment strike out the word *“ wholly,” and in
line 11 of the matter proposed by the Senate amendment strike
out the figures “24" and insert in lieu thereof the figures
22" At the end of the matter proposed by the Senate amend-
ment insert the following: “Provided, That this section shall
not apply to merchandise transported between points within the
continental United States, excluding Alaska, over through
routes heretofore or hereafter recognized by the Interstate
Commerce Commission for which routes rate tariffs have been
or shall hereafter be filed with said commission when such
routes are in part over Canadian rail lines and their own or
other connecting water facilities: Provided further, That this
section shall not become effective upon the Yukon River until
the Alaska Railroad shall be completed and the Shipping Beard
shall find that proper facilities will be furnished for transporta-
tion by persons citizens of the United States for properly han-
dling the traffic” In line 1 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment strike out * Sec. 29" and insert in lieu
“ Sec.:27 " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lines 17 and 18 of the matter
proposed by the Senate amendment strike out “and owned by
persons who are citizens of the United States”; in line 22 of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment strike out the
words “and owned " ; in line 30 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment strlke out the word “shall” and insert in
lieu thereof the word “ may " ; in line 1 of the proposed amend-
ment strike out the numerals “30" and insert in lieu thereof.
the numerals “28"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following:

“Skc. 20. (a) That whenever used in this section—

“(1) The term *association’ means any association, exchange,
po?il, combination, or other arrangement for concerted action;
an

“(2) The term ‘ marine insurance companies’ means any per-
sons, companies, or associations authorized to write marine in-
surance or reinsurance under the laws of the United States or
of a State, Territory, District, or possession thereof.

“(b) Nothing contained in the ‘ antitrust laws' as designated
in section 1 of the act entitled ‘An act to supplement existing
laws against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other

purposes,” approved October 15, 1914, shall be construed as de-
claring illegal an association entered into by marine insurance
companies for the following purposes: To transact a marine
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insurance and reinsurance business in the United States and in
foreign countries and to reinsure or otherwise apportion among
its membership the risks undertaken by such association or any
of the component members,”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
mient of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following:

“ 8kc. 30. Susskc. A. That this section may be eited as the
¢ ship-mortgage act, 1920.

“ DEFINITIONS.

“ Sussec. B. When used in this section—

“(1) The term ‘doemnent’ includes registry and enrollment
and license; k

*(2) The term ‘documented’ means reg or enrolled
or licensed under the laws of the United States whether per-
manently or temporarily ;

*(3) The term ‘port of doeumentation’ means the port at
which the vessel is documented in aecordance with law;

“(4) The term ‘vessel of the United States’ means any
vessel documented under the laws of the United States and
such vessel shall be held to continue to be so documented until
its documents are surrendered with the approval of the board;
and

“(5) The term ‘mortgagee” in the ease of a mortgage involv-
_ ing a trust deed and a bond issue thereunder means the trustee

designated in such deed.

*"EECORDING OF SALES, CORVEYANCES, AXD MORTGAGES OF VESSELS OF THE
UNITED STATES.

“guesec. C. (a) No sale, conveyance, or mortgage which, at
the time such sale, conveyance, or mortgage is made includes a
vessel of the United States or any portion thereof, as the whole
or any part of the property sold, conveyed, or mortgaged shall
be valid, in respect to such vessel, against any person other
than the grantor or mortgagor, his heir or devisee, and a per-
son having actual notice thereof, until such bill of sale, con-
veyance, or mortgage is recorded in the office of the collector
of customs of the port of documentation of such vessel as pro-
vided in subdivision (b) of this subsection.

“(b) Such collector of customs shall record bills of sale,
conveyances, and mortgages, delivered to him, in the order of
their reception, in books to be kept for that purpose and in-
texed to show—

*(1) The name of the vessel;

“(2) The names of the parties to the sale, conveyance, or
mertgage ;

*(3) The time and date of reception of the instrument;

“(4) The interest in the vessel so sold, conveyed, or mort-
gaged ; and

*(5) The amount and date of maturity of the mortgage.

“Sussee. D. (a) A valid mortgage which, at the time it is
made includes the whole of any vessel of the United States of
200 gross tons and upward, shall in addition have, in respect
to such vessel and as of the date of the compliance with all the
provisions of this subdivision, the preferred status given by the
provisions of subsection M,

*(1) The mortgage is indorsed upon the vessel's documents
in accordance with the provisions of this section;

“(2) The mortgage is recorded as provided in subsection C,
together with the time and date when the mortgage is so in-
dorsed ;

*“(3) An affidavit is filed with the record of such mortgage to
the effect that the mortgage is made in good faith and without
uny design to hinder, delay, or defraud any existing or future
creditor of the mortgagor or any lienor of the mortgaged vessel ;

“(4) The mortgage does not stipulate that the mortgagee
waives the preferred status thereof; and

“(3) The mortgagee is a citizen of the United States.

“(b) Any mortgage which complies in respect to any vessel
with the conditions enumerated in this subsection is hereafter
in this section ealled a * preferred mortgage’ as to such vessel.

“(e) There shall be indorsed upon the documents of a vessel
covered by a preferred mortgage—

“(1) The names of the mortgagor and mortgagee;

“(2) The time and date the indorsement is made;

“(3) The amount and date of maturity of the mortgage; and

‘“(4) Any amount required to be indorsed by the provisions
of subdivision (e) or (f) of this subsection.

“(d) Such indorsement shall be made (1) by the collector
of customs of the port of documentation of the mortgaged ves-
sel, or (2) by the colleetor of customs of any port in which the
vessel is found, if such ecollector is directed to make the indorse-
ment by the collector of customs of the port of documentation ;
and no clearance shall be issued to the vessel until such in-

dorsement is made. The collector of customs of the pori of
doeumentation shall give such direction by wire or letter at the
request of the mortgagee and upon the tender of the cest of
communication of such direction. Whenever any new docu-
ment is issued for the vessel, such indorsement shall be trans-
ferred to and indorsed upon the new document by the collector
of customs.

“(e) A mortgage which includes property other than a vessel
shall not be held a preferred mortgage unless the mortgage
provides for the separate discharge of such property by the
payment of a specified portion of the mortgage indebtedness.
If a preferred mortgage so provides for the separate discharge,
the amount of the portion of such payment shall be indorsed
upon the documents of the vessel

“(f) If a preferred mortgage includes more than one vessel
and provides for the separate discharge of each vessel by the
payment of a portion of the mortgage indebtedness, the amount
of such portion of such payment shall be indorsed upon the
documents of the vessel. In case such mortgage does not pro-
vide for the separate discharge of a vessel and the vessel is to
be sold upan the order of a district court of the United States
in a suit in rem in admiralty, the court shall determine the
portion of the mortgage indebtedness inereased by 20 per cent
(1) whieh, in the opinion of the court, the approximate value
of the vessel bears to the approximate value of all the vessels
covered by the mortgage, and (2) upon the payment of whiclh
the vessel shall be discharged from the meortgage.

“Supsec. E. The collector of customs upon the recording
of a preferred mortgage shall deliver two certified copies
thereof to the mortgagor who shall place, and use due diligence
to retain, one copy on board the mortgaged vessel and cause
such copy and the documents of the vessel to be exhibited by
the master to any person having business with the vessel, which
may give rise to a maritime len upon the vessel or to the
sale, conveyance, or mortgage thereof. The master of the
vessel shall, upon the request of any such person, exhibit to
him the documents of the vessel and the copy of any preferred
mortgage of the vessel placed on board thereof.

“Sussec. F. The mortgagor (1) shall, upon request of tha
mortgagee, disclose in writing to him prior to the execution of
any preferred mortgage, the existence of any maritime lien,
prior mortgage, or other obligation or liability upon the vessel
to be mortgaged, that is known to the mortgagor, and (2}, with-
out the consent of the mortgagee, shall not incur, after the exe-
cution of such mortgage and before the mortgagee has had.a
reasonable time in which to record the mortgage and have in-
dorsements in respect thereto made upon the documents of the
vessel, any contractual obligation creating a lien upon the vessel
other than a lien for wages of stevedores when employed di-
rectly by the owner, operator, master, ship’s husband, or agent
of the vessel, for wages of the crew of the vessel, for general
average, or for salvage, including contract salvage, in respect
to the vessel,

“ Svesec. G. (a) The collector of customs of the port of docu-
mentation shall, upon the request of any person, record notice
of his claim of a lien upon a vessel covered by a preferred
mortgage, together with the nature, date of ereaticz, and
amount of the lien, and the name and address of the person.
Any person who has caused notice of his claim of lien to be so
recorded shall, upon a discharge in whole or in part of the in-
debtedness, forthwith file with the collector of customs a certifi-
cate of such discharge. The collector of customs shall there-
upon record the certificate.

“(b) The moritgagor, upon a discharge in whole or in part of
the mortgage indebtedness, shall forthwith file with the eollee-
tor of customs for the port of doecumentation of the vessel, a
certificate of such discharge. Such collector of customs shall
thereupon record the certificate. In case of a vessel covered by a
preferred mortgage, the collector of customs at the port of docu-
mentation shall (1) indorse upon the documents of the vessel,
or direct the collector of customs at any port in which the vessel
is found to so indorse the fact of such discharge, and (2) shall
deny clearance to the vessel until such indorsement is made.

“Sussec. H. (a) No bill of sale, conveyance, or mortgage
shall be recorded unless it states the interest of the grantor or
mortgagor in the vessel, and the interest so sold, conveyed, or
mo!

“(b) No bill of sale, conveyance, mortgage, notice of claim
of lien, or certificate of discharge thereof, shall be recorded un-
less previously acknowledged before a notary public or other
officer authorized by a law of the United States, or of a State,
Territory, District, or possession thereof, to take acknowledg-
ment of deeds.

“(c) In case of a change in the port of documentation of a
vessel of the United States, no bill of sale, conveyance, or morts«
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gage shall be recorded at the new port of documentation unless
there is furnished to the collector of customs of such port, to-
gether with the copy of the bill of sale, conveyance, or mortgage
to be recorded, a certified copy of the record of the vessel at
the former port of documentation furnished by the collector of
such port. The collector of customs at the new port of docu-
mentation is authorized and directed to record such certified
copy. -

g{d) A preferred mortgage may bear such rate of interest as
is agreed by the parties thereto.

“ Supsec. I. Bach collector of customs shall permit records
made under the provisions of this section to be inspected during
office hours, under such reasonable regulations as the collector
may establish. Upon the request of any person the collector of
customs shall furnish him from the records of the collector's
office (1) a certificate setting forth the nmames of the owners
of any vessel, the interest held by each owner, and the mate-
rial facts as to any bill of sale or conveyance of, any mortgage
covering, or any lien or other incumbrance upon a specified
vessel, (2) a certified copy of any bill of sale, conveyance, mort-
gage, notice of claim of lien, or certificate of discharge in re-
spect to such vessel, or (3) a certified copy as required by sub-
division (c) of subsection H. The collector of customs shall
collect a fee for any Dbill of sale, conveyance, or mortgage
recorded, or any certificate or certified copy furnished, by him,
in the amount of 20 cents a folio with a minimum charge of §1.
All such fees shall be covered into the Treasury of the United
States as miscellaneous receipts.

“ PENALTIES,

“ Sumsee. J. (a) If the master of the vessel willfully fails to
exhibit the documents of the vessel or the copy of any preferred
mortgage thereof, as required by subsection E, the board of
local inspectors of vessels having jurisdiction of the license of
the master, may suspend or cancel such license, subject to the
provisions of ‘An act to provide for appeals from decision of
boards of local inspectors of vessels, and for other purposes,
approved June 10, 1918,

“(b) A mortgagor who, with intent to defraud, violates any
provision of subsection F, and if the mortgagor is a corporation
or association, the president or other principal executive officer
of the corporation or association, shall upon conviction thereof
be held guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be fined not more
than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than two years, or both.
The mortgaged indebtedness shall thereupon become immedi-
ately due and payable at the election of the mortgagee.

“(¢) If any person enters info any contract secured by, or
upon the credit of, a vessel of the United States covered by a
preferred mortgage, and suffers pecuniary loss by reason of the
failure of the collector of customs, or any officer, employee, or
agent thereof, properly to perform any duty required of the col-
lector under the provisions of this section, the collector of cus-
ioms shall be liable to such person for damages in the amount
of such loss. If any such person is caused any such loss by
reason of the failure of the mortgagor, or master of the mort-
gaged vessel, or any officer, employee, or agent thereof, to com-
ply with any provision of subsection E or F or to file an affidavit
as required by subdivision (a) of subsection D, correct in each
particular thereof, the mortgagor shall be liable o such person
for damages in the amount of such loss. The district courts of
the United States are given jurisdiction (but not to the exclu-
sion of the courts of the several States, Territories, Districts,
or possessions) of suits for the recovery of such damages, irre-
spective of the amount involved in the snit or the citizenship of
the parties thereto. Such suit shall be begun by personal serv-
ice upon the defendant within the limits of the district. Upon
judgment for the plaintiff in any- such suit, the court shall in-
clude in the judgment an additional amount for costs of the
action and a reasonable counsel’s fee, to be fixed by the court.

“ FORECLOSURE OF PREFERRED MORTGAGES.

“ Sussec. K. A preferred mortgage shall constitute a lien
upon the mortgaged vessel in the amount of the outstanding
mortgage indebtedness secured by such vessel. Upon the default
of any term or condition of the mortgage, such lien may be en-
forced by the mortgagee by suit in rem in admiralty. Original
jurisdiction of all such suits is granted to the district courts of
the United States exclusively. In addition to any notice by
publication, actual notice of the commencement of any such
suit shall be given by the libellant, in such manner as the court
shall direet, to (1) the master, other ranking officer, or care-
taker of the vessel, and (2) any person who has recorded a
notice of claim of an undischarged lien upon the vessel, as pro-
vided in subsection G, unless after search by the libellant satis-
factory to the court, such mortgagor, master, other ranking
officer, caretaker, or claimant is not found within the United

States. Failure to give notice to any such person, as required
by this subsection, shall not constitute a jurisdictional defect;
but the libellant shall be liable to such person for damages in
the amount of his interest in the vess2l terminated by the suit.
Suit in personam for the recovery of such damages may be
brought in accordance with the provisions of subdivision (c) of
section 10,

“Sussec. L. In any suit in rem in admiralty for the en-
forcement of the preferred mortgage lien, the court may appoint
a receiver and, in its discretion, authorize the receiver to oper-
ate the mortgaged vessel. The marshal may be authorized and
directed by the court to take possession of the mortgaged vessel
notwithstanding the fact that the vessel is in the possession or
llxandell; the control of any person claiming a possessory common-

w lien.

“Sussec. M. (a) When used hereinafter in this section, the
term ‘ preferred maritime lien' means (1) a lien arising prior
in time to the recording and indorsement of a preferred mort-
gage in accordance with the provisions of this section; or (2) a
lien for damages arising out of tort, for wages of a stevedore
when employed directly by the owner, operator, master, ship’s
husband, or agent of the vessel, for wages of the crew of the
vessel, for general average, and for salvage, including contract
salvage.

“(b) Upon the sale of any mortgaged vessel by order of a
district court of the United States in any suit in rem in ad-
miralty for the enforcement of a preferred mortgage lien
thereon, all preexisting claims in the vessel, including any
possessory common-law lien of which a lienor is deprived under
the provisions of subsection L shall be held terminated and shall
thereafter attach, in like amount and in accordance with their
respective priorities, to the proceeds of the sale; except that
the preferred mortgage lien shall have priority over all claims
against the vessel, except (1) preferred maritime liens, and (2)
expenses and fees allowed and costs taxed, by the court.

“ Sussec. N. (a) Upon the default of any term or condition
of a preferred mortgage upon a vessel, the mortgagee may, in
addition to all other remedies granted by this section, bring
suit in personam in admiralty in a district court of the United
States, against the mortgagor for the amount of the outstand-
ing mortgage indebtedness secured by such vessel or any de-
ficiency in the full payment thereof.

“(b) This section shall not be construed, in the case of a mort-
gage covering, in addition to vessels, realty or personalty other
than vessels, or both, to authorize the enforcement by suit in
rem in admiralty of the rights of the mortgagee in respect to
such realty or personalty other than vessels.

“ TRANSFERS OF MORTGAGED VESSELS AND ASSIGNMENT OF VESSEL MORT-

“Sussec, 0. (a) The documents of a vessel of the United
States covered by a preferred mortgage may not be surrendered
(except in the case of the forfeiture of the vessel or its sale
by the order of any court of the United States or any foreign
country) without the approval of the board. The board shall
refuse such approval unless the mortgagee consents to such sur-
render.

“{b) The interest of the mortgagee in a vessel of the United
States covered by a mortgage, shall not be terminated by the
forfeiture of the vessel for a violation of any law of the United
States, unless the mortgage authorized, consented, or conspired
to effect the illegal act, failure, or omission which constituted
such violation.

“(c) Upon the sale of any vessel of the United States covered
by a preferred mortgage, by order of a district court of the
United States in any suit in rem in admiralty for the enforce-
ment of a maritime lien other than a preferred maritime lien,
the vessel shall be sold free from all preexisting claims thereon ;
but the court shall, upon the request of the mortgagee, the libel-
lant, or any intervenor, require the purchaser at such sale to
give and the mortgagor to accept a new mortgage of the vessel
for the balance of the term of the original mortgage. The con-
ditions of such new mortgage shall be the same, so far as prac-
ticable, as those of the original mortgage and shall be subject
to the approval of the court. If such new mortgage is given,
the mortgagee shall not be paid from the proceeds of the sale
and the amount payable as the purchase price shall be held
diminished in the amount of the new mortgage indebtedness.

“(d) No rights under a mortgage of a vessel of the United
States shall be assigned to any person not a citizen of the
United States without the approval of the board. Any assign-
ment in violation of any provision of this section shall be void.

“(e) No vessel of the United States shall be sold by order of
a district court of the United States in any suit in rem in ad-
miralty to any person not a citizen of the United States.
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“ MARITIME LIENS FOR NECESSARIES,

“ Sunsec. P. Any person furnishing repairs, supplies, towage,
use of dry dock or marine railway, or other necessaries, to any
vessel, whether foreign or domestic, upon the order of the owner
of such vessel, or of a person authorized by the owner, shall have
a maritime lien on the vessel, which may be enforced by suit in
rem, and it shall not be necessary to allege or prove that credit
was given to the vessel.

“ Sussec. (). The following persons shall be presumed to have
authority from the owner to procure repairs, supplies, towage, use
of dry dock or marine railway, and other necessaries for the ves-
sel: The managing owner, ship’s husband, master, or any person
to whom the management of the vessel at the port of supply is
intrusted. No person tortiously or unlawfully in possession or
charge of a vessel shall have authority to bind the vessel.

“ Suesec. 1. The officers and agents of a vessel specified in
subsection  shall be taken to include such officers and agents
when appointed by a charterer, by an owner pro hac vice, or by
an agreed purchaser in possession of the vessel; but nothing
in this section shall be construed to confer a lien when the
furnisher knew, or by exercise of reasonable diligence could
have ascertained, that because of the terms of a charter party,
agreement for sale of the vessel, or for any other reason, the
person ordering the repairs, supplies, or other necessaries was
without authority to bind the vessel therefor.

“ Suesec. 8. Nothing in this section shall be construed to
prevent the furnisher of repairs, supplies, towage, use of dry
dock or marine railway, or other necessaries, or the mortgagee,
from waiving his right to a lien, or in the case of a preferred
mortgage lien, to the preferred status of such lien, at any time,
by agreement or otherwise; and this section shall not be con-
strued to affect the rules of law now existing in regard to
(1) the right to proceed against the vessel for advances, (2)
laches in the enforcement of liens upon vessels, (3) the right
to proceed in personam, (4) the rank of preferred maritime
liens among themselves, or (5) priorities between maritime
liens and mortgages, other than preferred mortgages, upon
vessels of the United States.

“ Suesec. T. This section shall supersede the provisions of all
State statutes conferring liens on vessels, in so far as such stat-
utes purport to create rights of action to be enforced by suits in
rem in admiralty against vessels for repairs, supplies, towage,
use of dry dock or marine railway, and other necessaries.

“ MISCELLANEOUS FPROVISIONS, -

“ Sumsec. U, This section shall not apply (1) to any existing
mortgage, or (2) to any mortgage hereafter placed on any
vessel now under an existing mortgage, so long as such exist-
ing mortgage remains undischarged.

“Suesec. V. The Secretary of Commerce is authorized and
directed to furnish collectors of customs with all necessary
books and records, and with certificates of registry and of en-
rollment and license in such form as provides for the making
of all indorsements thereon required by this section.

“ Supsec. W. The Secretary of Commerce is authorized to
make such regulations in respect to the recording and indorsing
of mortgages covering vessels of the United States as he deems
necessary to the efficient execution of the provisions of this
section.

“ Svesec. X. Sections 4192 to 4196, inclusive, of the Revised
Statutes of the United States, as amended, and the act entitled
‘An act relating to liens on vessels for repairs, supplies, or other
necessaries,’ approved June 23, 1910, are repealed. This section,
however, so far as not inconsistent with any of the provisions
of law so repealed, shall be held a reenactment of such repealed
law, and any right or obligation based upon any provision of
such law and accrning prior to such repeal, may be prosecuted
in the same manner and to the same effect as if this act had not
been passed."”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment strike out “ Sec. 33" and insert in lieu
thereof * Sec. 31" ; in lines 8 and 9 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment strike out the words “or take in fuel ”;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment strike out the figzure “ 11" and insert in lieu

- the figure “10"” and change the section number from “34" to
“32"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-

ment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with

an amendment as follows: At the end of the matter proposed
by the Senate amendment insert the following: “Jurisdiction in
such actions shall be under the court of the district in which the
defendant employer resides or in which his principal office is
located ”; in line 1 of the matter proposed by the Senate amend-
ment atrike out the section number *“36™ and insert in lieu
thereof the number “ 33" ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment change the section number from “37”
to “34"; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following: “ 83" ; and the Senate
agree to the same.

That the Housa recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 142, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following: * specifically”; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment strike out the section number “39” and
insert in lieu thereof the number “36”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with
an amendment at follows: At the end of the matter proposed
by the Senate amendment change the period to a semicolon and
add the following: “ the term ‘board’ means the United States
Shipping Board; and the term ‘alien’ means any person not a
citizen of the United States”; also change the section number
in line 1 from “40” to “ 37" ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the
Senate amendment insert the following:

“ SEc. 38. That section 2 of the shipping act, 1916, is amended
to read as follows:

“¢8ec.2. (a) That within the meaning of this act no cor-
poration, partnership, or association shall be deemed a citizen
of the Unifted States unless the controlling interest therein is
owned by citizens of the United States, and, in the case of a
corporation, unless its president and managing directors are
citizens of the United Statés and the corporation itself is organ-
ized under the laws of the United States or of a State, Terri-
tory, District, or possession thereof; but in the case of a corpora-
tion, association, or partnership operating any vessel in the
coastwise trade the amount of interest required to be owned by
citizens of the United States shall be 75 per cent.

“¢(b) The controlling interest in a corporation shall not be
deemed to be owned by citizens of the United States (a) if the
title to a majority of the stock thereof is not vested in such
citizens free from any trust or fiduciary obligation in favor of
any person not a citizen of the United States; or (b) if the
majority of the voting power in such corporation is not vested
in citizens of the United States; or (c) if through any contract
or understanding it is so arranged that the majority of the
voting power may be exercised, directly or indirectly, in behalf
of any person who is not a citizen of the United States; or (d)
if by any other means whatsoever control of the corporation is
conferred upon or permitted to be exercised by any person who
is not a citizen of the United States.

“¢(gc) Seventy-five per cent of the interest in a corporation
shall not be deemed to be owned by cifizens of the United States
(a) if the title to 75 per cent of its stock is not vested in such
citizens free from any trust or fiduciary obligation in favor of any
person not a citizen of the United States; or (b) if 75 per cent of
the voting power in such corporation is not vested in citizens
of the United States; or (c¢) if, through any contract or under-
standing it is so arranged that more than 25 per cent of the
voting power in such corporation may be exercised directly or
indirectly, in behalf of any person who is not a citizen of the
United States; or (d) if by any other means whatsoever control
of any interest in the corporation in excess of 25 per cent is
conferred upon or permitted to be exercised by any person who
is not a citizen of the United States.

“#(d) The provisions of this act shall apply to receivers and
trustees of all persons to whom the act applies, and to the sue-
cessors or assignees of such persons.’”

And the Senate agree to the same.
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter proposed by
the Senate amendment insert the following: “39"; and the
Senate agree to the same,

W. L. JoxNes,

Witrram M. CArpeR,
Caas. L. McNARy,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

Wizrzam 8. GREENE,
G. W. EnpMoNDS,
FreEpERICK W. ROWE,
Rurvs HArpY,

Managers on the part of the House.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
report.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I do not understand what we
struck out. I can not get it in my mind.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I can state to the Senator what
has been done.

We had in our bill a provision with reference to exemption
from income taxes for the purpose of aiding in the construe-
tion of ships. When the conferees met we reached an agree-
ment on that matter, and then the drafting experts suggested
that it ought to be redrafted in conjunction with the Treas-
ury experts. This was done, and we inserted a provision, as
they drew it, embodying the idea that passed the Senate. It
went to the House, and on account of some provision in the sec-
tion as drafted by the experis a point of order was sustained
to this provision. Now, it has come back to conference, and we
have adopted the language of the Senate provision as it passed
ghe Senate, so that that makes it conform to the action of the

enate.

Mr. NUGENT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes.

Mr. NUGENT. Do.I understand that the conference com-
miitee has cut out the two paragraphs of section 25 relieving
shipowners from the operation of the tax laws?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Section 25, amendment numbered
128 as it was passed through the Senate, provided for the ex-
emption for 10 years, as the Senator remembers, and so forth;
and then the last paragraph also provided for the determina-
tion of depreciation. As I said, when we got into conference we
agreed upon these three provisions with certain minor amend-
ments, mere verbal amendments,

Then the drafting experts said that, while they had no
objection to the idea, it should be put in a little different lan-
guage, and they drew a provision embodying our idea. It went
over to the House, and a polnt of order was made to it, on the
ground that it was broader than the Senate provision, and that
point of order was sustained. Now the bill has come back to
conference, and we accept and they accept the first two para-
graphs in the language of the Senate as the Senate passed it.
We went further, however, and struck out the third paragraph
of the Senate amendment entirely; so that we have taken two
paragraphs of the Senate amendment as the Senate passed it,
simply confirming the action of the Senate on those two para-
graphs without change.

Mr. REED. Then, Mr. President, as I understand the Sena-
tor, there remains in the bill this langnage:

Sme, 25. That the owner of a vessel documented under the laws of
the United States and operated in foreign trade shall, for each of the
10 taxable yem's while so operated, beginning with the first taxable
{eﬂr ending after the enactment of this act, be allowed as a deduction,
or the purpose of ascertaining his net income subject to the wu—tproﬂts
and excess-profits taxes im by Title III ot t.he revenue act of 1918,
an amount equivalent to the net earnings of such vessel during such
taxable year, determined in aecordance with rules and regulations to be
made by the board : Provided, however—

And so forth. So that, as I understand the prevision—and
the Senator will correct me if I am wrong—that exempts the
earnings of these vessels from the taxation which the rest of the
people of the United States have to pay.

Mr. JONES of Washington. It does this: It exempts those
sms as tax payments, provided they invest that money in new
ships of the type required by the board and to be approved by
the board; and I will say to the Senator that that has passed
the Senate twice.

Mr. REED. Yes. ;

Mr. JONES of Washington. It was in the last conference
report in a different wording. Now, we assumed, of course, that
this provision having been adopted by the Senate, and the House
receding and agreeing to the provision of the Senate, there

The question is on agreeing to the

would be no controversy even on the part of those who might
be opposed to the proposition,

Mr. REED. Mr. President, some of us have been too busy
working on committees, performing work which was imperative,
to give to this bill the attention which its importance demanded.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I appreciate that.

Mr. REED. So far as I am concerned, I am utterly opposed
on principle to exempting any class of citizens from taxation
or any class of investments from taxation, unless it be those
eitizens who have very small incomes or those investments
which are of an eduecational, a charitable, or religious charaec-
ter. I ean not understand the justification for exempting from
taxation the corporate owner of a ship. It does not have any
income taxes to pay unless it has a net income. Unless it
makes profits it does not have to pay taxes. If it does make
profits it ought to pay taxes, like other people.

The proposition that it shall invest the amount in other ships
is exactly the equivalent of a proposition to a steel manufac-
turing corporation that it shall be exempt from taxation on
its profits provided it will build another steel mill, or to a
farmer that he shall be exempt from taxation provided he will
buy another farm, or to a banker that he shall be exempt from
taxation provided he will establish another bank, or to a bond
dealer that he shall be exempt from taxation provided he will
take his profits and buy more bonds. Why, this artifice is as
old as human cupidity and as erocked as dishonesty has been
from the first. It has been tried out 10,000 times on 10,000
different things.

The commonest device of the gentleman wanting to locate a
factory is to say that he will establish it provided he is exempted
from taxation. In many of the States of this Union that custom
of exempting such industries at one time prevailed, and in many
instances the courts declared the laws exempting these institu-
tions from taxation to be unconstitutional.

Now, we drag out of the closet of the past this old, discredited
specter of fraud, of fraud against the Government and the
people and of discrimination in favor of the rich. We attach it
here to a bill that proposes to give to those who want to en-
gage in carrying upon the seas more priyileges and more advan-
tages than have ever been granted by this Government in any
bill that has been passed in recent years.

What is this proposition, stripped naked?

We want to build up a merchant marine. That is a most
laudable purpose. The Government, af the expense of billions
of money, in time of war, forced on by necessity, built a great
number of vessels and established a great number of shipyards.
It is now proposed to sell or charter these ships to private par-
ties. That they will be sold to private parties under advan-
tageous conditions goes without saying. We have already had
some evidence that contracts were made for the disposal of
certain of the vessels which we had either acquired in the war
or had built under circumstances so grossly fraudulent, so in-
famously wrong and wicked that the courts, at the suit of a
private citizen—Mr. Hearst—enjoined the transaction. The
particular gentleman responsible for that policy was promoted
to a higher position, which he now holds. I do not know how
far the personnel of the board remains the same, but I do know
that the old policy, the old theory, the old impelling motives
which have always led the average man to regard the Federal
Government as a great goose, existing only for the purpese of
having its feathers regularly plucked, those same motives and
policies will exist in the future. I do know that every time
Unecle Sam engages in a business deal his pockets are picked in
broad daylight.

We have had some experience with the difference between
the patriotism of the soldier on the field of battle and the Army
contractor. In the height of the war, when we were massing
our troops upon the front, when the sky above them was liter-
ally obscured by the enemy airplanes, not only spying upon
their movements and indicating their location to the German
artillery, but raining upon them deadly missiles from the
heavens, we beheld the spectacle of a billion and a quarter of
our money squandered by the dollar-a-year patriots in construet-
ing aircraft which were deseribed by the men who had to use
them as * flying coffing.” Even when Uncle Sam stood with his
bared breast in front of the blazing German cannon, these men
did not hesitate to profiteer. That is the difference between
money patriotism and human patriotism.

So I say, when you undertake to put somebody here to guard
the interests of this Government in the sale of these ships to
private parties, you will find out in the long run that the private
corporations, working by day and by night, working through the
silent influences they employ, will get these vessels on very
favorable terms. It is proposed, in addition to that, to exempt
them, and them alone of all the eapitalists in the United States,
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from taxation, a taxation, mark you, upon profits, for they
have no taxes to pay unless they make profits. If their profits
are low their taxes will be low, and it is only when their profits
are high that their taxes will be high.

Mr. President, we had better wait a long time and rewrite a
bill of this sort. We can much better afford to wait until next
December and rewrite this bill than to pass it now and fasten
it upon the American people. ‘

1 want to see a merchant marine established. We have a
merchant marine. We built it out of the people’s money. All
- that is necessary to do to put the American flag on the ocean
and to have it waving in the breezes of every harbor of every
sea is for the United States to employ plain business common
sense and create a board to operate the ships, and, if desirable,
charter them, in wheole or in part, to private companies,

There is to be exemption from taxation for ship-owning capi-
talists upon the profits they have garnered and the gold they
have gotten, while the hand of the taxgatherer is laid upon the
meager salary of a woman who earns above $1,000 a year; upon
the laborer who earns above $1,000; that is the exemption limit,

Mr. SIMMONS. A thousand dollars for a single person.

Mr. REED, Yes; a thousand for a single person and two
thousand for a married person—a salary which will not sup-
port two people in a city, let alone support a man with a wife
and three or four or five children.

We lay our hand upon his income, and we tax him: but it is
proposed that the big ship company, with a eapital running into
the millions of dollars, shall not pay a tax on its profits, and
we are practically to finance them to start with by furnishing
the ships on favorable terms.

We levy a tax on the salary of the minister, on the calary of
the school-teacher, upon the little income of the widow, upon
the patrimony of the orphan, upon the farmer, upon the truck
gardener, upon everybody. They have not asked exemption.
Only this thing called the shipping patriot asks it. It has been
asking at the doors of Congress for many years. All that time
it has been standing here demanding a ship subsidy. We have
had coastwise laws passed which enable those in the coastwise
trade to build up a monopoly and to charge extortionate rates.
This bill, in addition to the proposition I am now discussing,
extends those laws, and carries the monopoly across 6,000 miles
of the Pacific Ocean and attaches it to the Philippines.

Mr, President, a bill like this ought to be rewritten., As far
as I am concerned, I do not intend to stand here and talk until
4 o'clock to-morrow to defeat it, for there are other measures
which must be considered; but against its acceptance I protest
with every sentiment of my heart and with every energy I pos-

sess. I venture the prediction that when the American people.

understand that great shipping companies, which have already
been trying to rob this country, and been convicted of it in the
courts of the land, and the convictions solemnly entered on
record as a permanent injunction—there will be an answer, sir,
which will be heard throughout the country.

Mr. President, I apologize for taking so much time at this
late hour of the session. I ask for the yeas and nays on the
adoption of the conference report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RopiNsoN in the chair).
The question is on agreeing to the conference report, on which
the yeas and neys are requested.

The yeas und nays were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary
proceeded to call the roll

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Jouxsox]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
Maryland [Mr. France] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. KELroca].
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr,
SHieLns] and vote * yea.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. GAY., I transfer my pair with the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Mosgs] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur-
BERSON] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. HENDERSON. Notwithstanding my pair, I am at lib-
erty to vote on this question. I vote “ yea.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD (after having voted in the affirmative),
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Harpineg], who is absent at this time, but he would vote as I
have voted, and I therefore let my vote stand.

Mr. SPENCER (after having voted in the affirmative). I
have a general pair with the junior Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Joxes], but under the arrangement I have with him I
will allow my veote to stand.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (after having voted in the affirmative).
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsyl-

vania [Mr, KNox], but I am informed that he would vote as I
have voted, and I will let my vote stand.

Mr. SUTHERLAND (after having voted in the affirmative),
I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky
[Mr, BEckaanm]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator
from New York [Mr. WapsworTH] and let my vote stand.

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 11, as follows:

YEAS—34.
Brandegee Henderson Page Smoot
Calder Jones, Wash, I’helan Spencer
Chamberlain Kendrick Phipps Sutherland
Curtis - Keyes I’ittman Thomas
Dial Lodge Pomerene Townsend
Dillingham McKellar Rangdell Underwood
Fernald MeNary Robinson Warren
Gay Nelson Bimmons
Gerry New Smith, Md.

NAYS—11,
Borah Harrison Norris Sheppard
Capper Kenyon Nugent Walsh, Mass.
Harris King Reed

NOT VOTING—51.
Ashurst Glass Lenroot Smith, Ariz.
Ball Gore MeCormick Smith, Ga.
Beckham Gronna McCumber Bmith, 8. C.
olt Hale McLean Stanley

Comer Harding Moses Sterling
Culberson Hiteheock Myers Swanson
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Newberry Trammell
Edge Johngon, 8. Dak. Overman Wadsworth
Elkins Jones, N. Mex. Owen Walsh, Mont.
Fall Kellogg Penrose Watson
Fletcher King Poindexter Williams
France Knox Sherman Wolcott
Frelinghuysen La Follette Shields

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum present.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it is perfectly manifest that it
will take an hour or two hours to get Senators here, because
they have gone to dinner. I suggest the propriety of either a
recess or an adjournment until 8 o’clock.

Mr. JONES of Washington. May I suggest to the Senator
that it is very important that the conference report should
go over to the House to-night? I do not think it will take long
to get a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll. :

The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Borah Iarris New Smith, Md.
Brandegee Harrison Norris Spencer
Calder 1lenderson Nugent Ster!inF
Capper Jones, Wash, I’afe Sutherland
Chamberlain Kendrick Phipps Thomas
Curtis enyon Pittman Townsend
Dial Keyes Pomerene Underwood
Dillingham King Ransdell Walsh, Mass.
Fernald Lod Reed Warren
Gay McKellar Robinson

Gerry MecNary Sheppard

Glass elson Simmons

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is not a quorum present. The
Secretary will call the names of the absent Senators.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, I move that the Sergeant at
Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will
carry out the order of the Senate.

Mr. SHEPPARD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.
Should not the call of the names of absent Senators proceed?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order has already been
agreed to directing the Sergeant at Arms to request the at-
tendance of absent Senators.

Mr. LODGE. I thought it would save time not to have the
second call.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The usual custom is to call
the names of absent Senators, but that has not been done in
this instance. It is competent for the Senate to pursue the
other course.

Mr. STANLEY, Mr. Hrrcucock, Mr. FArr, and Mr. PHELAN en-
tered the Chamber and answered to their names.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is
on agreeing to the conference report. Upon that gquestion the
veas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the

11.

The Reading Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator fromn South Dakota [Mr. JorENsox].
1 transfer thac pair to the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
France] and vote * yea.”
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Mr. GAY (when his name was called). I have & pair with | Overman Sherman Smoot Willlams

the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] which T ik T8 ey N, Mojsoft

transfer to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr, Cursersox] and | Poindexter Smith, Ga. Walsh, Mont,

vote “ yea. R Smith, 8. C. Watson

vea.”

Mr. HENDERSON (when his name was called).
same announcement as before, I vote * yea.”

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called.) The
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swaxsox] is necessarily
absent, and I agreed to pair with him while he is away. Un-
derstanding that he would vote the same as I would on this con-
ference report, I vote * yea.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Kerrocg]. I
understand if he were present he would vofe as I shall, and I
therefore vote “yea.”

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr., SaarH].
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Washington [Mr,
PorxpexTER] and I vote “ yea.”

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called), Making
the same announcement as before with reference to my pair
and its transfer, I vote " yea."”

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCou-
ser]. Upon a vote on this guestion this morning that Senator
voted as I did, and therefore I feel at liberty to vote. I vote
“ F.ea »

Mr, TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
Corr]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Arizona [Mr,
Asuurst] and vote “nay.”

The roll ecall was concluded.

Mr. SPENCER. Making the same announcement as before
with regard to my pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.”

Mr. GLASS. I have a general pair with the senior Sena-
tor from Illinois [Mr. Saegmax], which I transfer to the Sena-
tor from Alabama [Mr. Coumer] and vote “ yea.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I have a pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kxox]. I understand that if pres-
ent he would vote as I intend to vote. I will therefore vote.
I vote “ yea.”

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce] with the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. OwWEN];

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Er.xms] with the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gorg] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Fm.mcnUYsEN] with
the Senator from Montana [Mr, WaArLsH];

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, LA Forrerre] with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kirny];

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax] with the Sena-
tor from Montana [Mr. MyErs]; and

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PExrosg] with the Sena-
tor from Mississippi [Mr. WiLriams].

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I inquire if the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. Warsox] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I have a general pair with that Senator,
and in his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. LODGE (after having voted in the affirmative). I have
a general pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Saara], I
transfer that pair to the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] and
allow my vote to stand.

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 11, as follows:

Making the

YEAS—40,
Brandegee Glass MeNary Simmons
Calder Hale Nelson . Smith, Md.
Chamberiain Harding New Spencer
Curtis Henderson Page Stanley
Dial Hitcheock Phelan Bterling
Dillingham Jones, Wash. Phipps Sutherland
Fall Eendrick Pittman Thomas
Fernald Keyes Pomerene Townsend
Gay lfn Ransdell Underwood
Gerry McKellar Robinson Warren

NAYB—11,
Boranh Harrison Norris Trammell
Capper Kenyon Nugent Walsh, Mass,
Harris . Sheppard

NOT VOTING—45.

Ashurst Edge Johnson, Calif.  Lenroot
Ball Elkins Johnson, 8, Dak, McCormick
Beckham Fletcher Jones, N. Mex, MeCumber
Colt France Kellogg MecLean
Comer Frelinghuysen Kirby Moses
Culberson Gore Knox Myers
Cummins Gronna La Follette Newberry

So the conference report was agreed to.
COMMITTEE SERVICE.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I find that the work on
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate is such that I can
not be on the floor of the Senate and attend to the work in
the committee; it is too engrossing; and it will be more so next
winter. Now, that on the final appropriation bill for this ses-
sion the conferees are ready to report, I wish to tender to the
Senate my resignation as a member of the Committee on Ap-
propriations and request that the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr, Joxes] shall be appointed to fill the vacancy created by
my resignation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama
asks to be relieved from the discharge of further duties as a
member of the Committee on Appropriations. Is there objec-
tion? The Chair hears none.

The Senator from Alabama further asks that the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. JoNes] be placed upon the Committee on
Appropriations to fill the vacancy created by the resignation of
the Senator fromr Alabama. Is there objection? The Chair
hears nooe, and it is so ordered.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSBE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K.
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed the following bills:

8. 3270. An act authorizing the Superintendent of the Coast
and Geodetic Survey, subject to the approval of the Secretary of
Commerce, to consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine claims

for damages occasioned by acts for which said survey is re- .

sponsible in certain cases;

S.4167. An act to extend the time for the completion of the
municipal bridge approaches, and extensions or additions
thereto, by the city of-St. Louis, within the States of Illinois
and Missouri; and

8.4435. An act to authorize officers of the maval service to
accept offices with compensation and emwoluments from Gov-
ernments of the Republies of South America.

The message also anmounced that the House had passed the
bill (S. 643) to provide for the equitable distribution of cap-
tured war devices and trophies to the States and Territories of
the United States and to the District of Columbia, with amend-
ments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House agrees to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 14338) to reclassify postmasters and employees
of the Postal Service and readjust their salaries and compensa-
tion on an equitable basis.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 12530) granting pensions
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of
the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children
of soldiers and sailors of said war, and it was thereupon signed
by the Vice President.

RECLASSIFICATION OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES—CONFERENCE REPORT,
Mr, TOWNSEND submitted the following conference report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. I&.
14338) to reclassify postmasters and employees of the Postal
Service and readjust their salaries and compensation on an
equitable basis, having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 9.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 5, 6, 7, and 10, and agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of “ 125" named in said amend-
ment insert the following: “ 120 ™; and the Senate agree to the
same. .

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by the
Senate insert the following: “ When the amount exceeds $100
for any one quarter, the postmaster s%all be allowed—on the
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first $100, 115 per cent; on the next $100 or less 75 per cent;
and on the balance 60 per cent”; and the Senate agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of “ 60" named in said amend-
ment insert the following: “ 50" ; and the Senate agree to the
same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In Heu of the amended paragraph in-
sert the fellowing:

“ Inspectors shall be paid their actual expenses not to exceed
$5 per day while engaged on official business away from
their homes and official domiciles. The appropriations for
per -diem allowanee authorized for the .fiscal year beginning
July 1, 1920, may be utilized for such expenses.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

CHas. E. TowNSEND,

THoMAS STERLING,

= J. C. W. BECKHAM,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

H. STEENERSON,

MAarTIN B. MADDEN,

Joux A. Moox,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. TOWNSEND. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to consider the conference report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the
conference report. Is there objection?

Mr. HARRISON. Reserving the right to object, I reserve
any points of order on the report. I want to ask the Senator
from Michigan touching an amendment——

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, if
the report is to lead to any debate—

Mr. TOWNSEND. I understood, when I made the request,
that if there was any debate the matter could go over.

RECESS.

Mr. LODGE. The Senate has now been here until 7 o'clock,
and I think an opportunity ought to be given to those Senators,
at least, who have remained to get something to eat. I there-
fore move that the Senate take a recess until 8.30 o’clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 55 minutes
p. m., Friday, June 4, 1920) the Senate took a recess until
8 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.

EVENING SESSION.

The Senate reassembled at 830 o’clock p. m., on the expira-
tion of the recess.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of Senate bill 3747.

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. Mr, President, let us find out what the
bill is.

Mr., McCUMBER. It is a pension bill :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from North Dakota.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 3747) granting
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Regular Army and Navy and of wars other than the
Civil War, and to certain widows and dependent relatives of
such soldiers and sailors.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to say thdt there
are five of these bills upon the calendar which deal with pen-
sions for those in the Regular Establishment and in wars other
than the Civil War. They have been upon the calendar for
several months. T have held them in abeyance until after the
passage of the Sells bill, which would take care of about one-
half of the cases included in these bills. Therefore, with the
consent of the committee, I shall move committee amendments
whereby all of the items in each one of the bills which are taken
care of by the Sells bill will be eliminated. That will eliminate
about one-half of the items in the five bills.

I desire to say to Senators, before proceeding with them,
that there is very little involved in each bill in the way of ex-
pense, The first one will carry about $20,000; the second
one, about §10,000; the third, about $15,000; the fourth, about
$9,000; and the fifth one, about $9,000; there being less than
$60,000 involved in the five bills,
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I send to the desk the amendments to Senate bill 3747,
in which I have eliminated all of those covered by the Sells
bill; and I move them as a single amendment, if there is no
objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has not been read. There
}js ltm order for the consideration of committee amendments

rst.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent that the formal
reading of the bill may be dispensed with, and that it be read
for amendment, the amendments of the committee to be first
considered. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. IS there any objection? The Chair
hears none. The Secretary will state the amendments offered
by the Senator from North Dakota in behalf of the committee,

The amendments were, on page 2, to strike out lines 1 to 15,
inclusive, as follows:

The name of Willlam J. Grimm, lat.

West Virginia Volunteer lnrmt?‘y. %\riro Ew(i‘&;n n;::ﬁn?’ngilirSt ﬁqg&m:
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now

receiving,
Co?]];; ‘lllva::e ?tth Sssm;::el ngkiuuﬁj late of tlhe ‘Uniﬁ Stnteg Marine
w pain, and pay him a pension at t rate of $17

month in lien of that be is now receiving. e

The name of Joseph Provencher, jr., late of Company G, First Regi-
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John H. Helser, late of Company M, Fifth Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

On the same page, strike out lines 20 to 23, inclusive, as
follows:

The name of Sanford 8. See, late of Company B, One hundred and

m—;‘lf’htk Hegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain,
is now receiving.

him a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he

On the same page, strike out lines 24 and 25, and on page 3,
strike out line 1 to 25, inclusive, as follows:

The name of David A. Kooker, late of Company I, Second Regiment
United States Volunteer Enginee War wlthpasgah':, and pay gt:im a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry F. Baldwin, late first lieutenant Company A
First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, a
pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Robert L. Zell, late of Company I, First Regiment
District of Columbia Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him ;p&m&on at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

The name of George F. Thomas, late emsign, United States Navy,
War with Spain, and Bpug him a on at the rate of $12 per mon

The name of John F. Buckley, late of Compuiv L, Twenty-sixth -
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

name of Jasper M, Sweeney, late of Com
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

name of Walter White, late of Company D, Fifteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $§12 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

On page 4, strike out lines 1 to 3, inclusive, as follows:

The name of James W, Wilson, late of Company L, Twentieth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month,

On the same page, strike out lines 3 to 16, inclusive, as follows ;

The name of Jennie Y. Featherston, widow of Charles R. Featherston,
late of Company B, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, War

Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $23 per month in
lieu of that she is now receivin

g

The name of Charles D, Tibbets, late of Compag‘y B, First Regiment
Virginia Volunteers, War with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

On the same page, strike out lines 21 to 24, inclusive, as
follows:
name of Patrick G. Conley,

y I, Eleventh Regi-

The late of Battery A, First Regimeng
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of §17 per menth in lieu of that he is now receiving.

On page 5, strike out lines 1 to 4, inelusive, as follows:

The name of George E. Noblet, late of Company L, First Territorial
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, ar with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per mon

On the same page, sirike out lines 15 to 25, inclusive, as
follows :

The name of John D), Harkless, late second lientenant Company F,
Twenty-third Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infmtl&, War with Spaip,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month,

The name of Johm W, Ferris, late ehaplain, Sixth Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month. -

The name of John D. Ball, late of Company B and band, Second
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infaniry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

On page 6, strike out lines 1 to 4, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Ha McFarlin, late second lientenant Company K,
First Regiment Florida Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay

him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in liew of t he is new
receiving.
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On the same page, strike out lines 9 to 12, inclusive, as
follows:

The name of John Fullam, late of Company G, One hundred and
sixtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
Iﬂmis\i pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

On page 7T, strike out lines 5 to 9, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Annie K. Stearns, widow of Joshua B. Stearns, late mld-
shipman United States frigate Constitution, United States Navy, War
of 1812, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

On the same page, strike out lines 19 to 23, inclusive, as
follows: -

The name of Margaret A. Roberts, widow of John Roberts, late of
Company D, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in liea
of that she is now receiving.

On page 8, strike out lines 4 to 10, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Leonardo 8. Twesten, late of Company L, Forty-seventh
Regiment United Btates Volunteer Infantr{. War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Enoch E. Willard, late of Company B, First Regiment
Muine Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month.

On the same page, strike out lines 16 to 18, inclusive, as fol-
lows:

The name of Anton Casper, late of Company B, Third Regiment Wis-
consin Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month.

On page 8, strike out lines 23 to 25, and on page 9, strike out
lines 1 to 6, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Elizabeth Teague, widow of Abner W. Teague, late
of Company A, First Rlegiment Mississippl Volunteer Infantry, War
with Mexico, and pay her a [pension at the rate of $23 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Emmett W. Fitzsimmons, late of Company B, Twenty-
second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is
uow receiving.

On page 9, strike out lines 23 to 25, inclusive, as follows:

The name of George Wortser, late of Company E, First Regiment
South Dakota Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $17 per month.

On page 10, strike out lines 1 to 7, inclusive, as.follows:

The name of Jesse E. Ballinger, late of Troop A, Third Regiment
United States Volunteer Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Hiram A, Campbell, late of Compnng H, Forty-sixth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
hlmlui pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

On the same page, strike out lines 17 to 24, inclusive, as
follows :

The name of Mary A. C. Kaigler, widow of William Kaligler, late of
Company D, First Regiment Georgia Volunteers, War with Mexico, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of James R, Suollivan, late of Company M, Thirty-seventh
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
lﬂm_ul pension at the rate of $17 per month in lien of tgat he is now
receiving.

On page 11, strike out lines 16 to 25,
out lines 1 to 11, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Harley Mowrey, late of Company C, Mormon Battalion
Iowa Volunteers, War with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Einer Bjarnson, late of Battery B, Utah Volunteer Light
Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of EIT
per month in lieu of that he is now recelvin

The pame of Samuel Wheeler, late of

and on page 12, strike

E‘roop I, Eighth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelv!n%

The name of George B, Taylor, late of Company C, First Regiment
Wyoming Volunteer lnfantrg, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §12 per month,

The name of Ruth E. Hartfiel, widow of Ray Hartfiel, late of Company
B, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per month additional
on acconnt 9f each of the minor children of said Ray Hartfiel until they
reach the age of 16 years.

On page 12, strike out lines 20 to 23, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Howard G. Cleaveland, late of Comﬁmny G, First Regi-
ment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pnltniion at the rate of §$30 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

On page 13, strike out lines 3 to 5, inclusive, as follows:

The name of James Martin, late of Company B, First Regiment
Montana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

On the same page, strike out lines 11 to 14, inclusive, as fol-
lows :

The name of Duff Herrington, Iate of Com nnﬁ E, Twenty-third Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, t\l\'ar with pnin, and pay him a

pension at the rate of $12 per month, :
On page 14, strike out lines 5 to 12, inclusive, as follows;

The name of Wesley H. Dick, late of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regl-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, War with BSpain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles M. Woodworth, late of Compan
Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, War with
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I should like to ask the chairman
of the committee, in view of the numerous pension bills which
we have passed, as well as the Fuller bill, which is so general in
its terms, what is the necessity of this bill and to what par-
ticular class of persons does it apply?

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator was not in the Chamber when
I explained that the bills that are included in the five bills that
are now on the calendar are those pertaining to the Regular
Establishment and to all wars other than the Civil War. They
are the accumulations of about a year. I have not pressed them
because the Sells bill, if it became a law, would take care of a
large number of these geveral items on the calendar; and it takes
care of about one-half of all of the cases, possibly a little over
one-half. The entire amount involved in all five bills is less
than $60,000, I think about $57,000, provided all of the parties
mentioned in the bills live one year.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator permit an inquiry?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. KING, I am not sure that I understood the Senator;
but does not the Sells bill take care of a portion of those em-
braced in this bill?

Mr. McCUMBER. It does; and therefore, by the amend-
ments which I am offering to each bill, and which in the case
of this bill has just been read, I have stricken out all of those
covered by the Sells bill, which takes nearly two-thirds out of
the bill which has just been read. .

Mr. KING. I think the bill which was passed the other day,
if the Senator will examine it carefully, will be found to have
included within it more than 150 in one particular class that
were properly cared for under the Fuller bill.

Mr. McCUMBER. Under the Fuller bill?

Mr. KING. Yes,

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, yes; but those were the Civil War
veterans. There are no Civil War veterans or widows' cases in
this bill at all.

Mr. KING. The Senator does not understand my point. Not-
withstanding we passed the Fuller bill to take care of certain
classes, we passed a special pension bill, the omnibus bill, the
other day, that carried 689 names.

Mr., McCUMBER. Yes.

Mr. KING. That provided duplicate lists. It provided for
additional pensions to those which were granted by the Fuller
bill.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think they were those that could mot
receive pensions under the Fuller bill or under any other bill—
for instance, where there was less than 90 days’ service, and
the disability for which the pension was granted was not of
service origin. In a case of that kind nothing would be re-
ceived under the Fuller bill.

Mr. KING. I hope the Senator is correct; but I feel con-
fident that a careful examination of the bill which was passed,
and a careful examination of the Fuller bill and the interpre-
tation placed upon it, will reveal the fact that there are more
than 170, not of the character just mentioned by the Senator,
either—that is, those that served less than 90 days—who will
get duplicate pensions,

Mr, McCUMBER. No, Mr, President.

Mr. KING. And what I was apprehensive of was that this
bill was a reduplication; that in this bill we were pensioning
cases that had been provided for either in the Sells bill or in
the Fuller bill,

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is mistaken. I went over
those other bills very carefully, and the expert that is furnished
us by the Pension Bureau went over it very carefully, and we
eliminated from it every one who would receive equal relief
under the Fuller bill, Of course, there were those who would
receive a less amount than was granted under the Fuller bill,
but none who would receive the relief that was granted in that
bill.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from North Dakota yield
to me to submit a conference report?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr, WARREN submitted the following conference report:

E, Thirteenth
pain, and pay him

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to-the bill (H. R.
14335) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and prior
fiscal years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows :
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That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4,
5, 8, 12, 13, 14, 18, 19, 20, 21, 26, 37, 39, 50, and 60.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 6, 9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 23, 24, 27,
28, 20, 31, 32, 33, 34, 85, 86, B8, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48,
51, 53, 54, 65, 566, 57, and 58, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:

“ANTHRACITE ‘COAL COMMISSION.

“The unexpended balance of the appropriation for the fiseal
year 1920 for the Bituminous Coal Commission is made avail-
able during the fiscal years 1920 and 1921 for expenses of the
Anthracite Coal Commission, including salaries and expenses of
officers, employees and witnesses, personal services in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, purchase of supplies, printing and binding,
reporting proceedings, per diem in lieu of subsistence at not
exceeding $4, and all other necessary expenses in connection
therewith.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to.the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out the words * the passage of this act™ and
insert in lieu thereof * June 30, 1920 " ; and the Senate agree to
the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “and roadway thereto,
$7,500 7; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In liea of the matter inserted by =said
amendment insert the following:

“ SHIPPING BULLETIN,

“The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to cause to be pre-
pared in the Office of Communications, Navy Department, a pub-
lication known as the Shipping Bulletin, and to publish and
furnish the same to the maritime interests of the United States
and other interested parties, at the cost of collecting and pub-
lishing the information, including the cost of printing and paper
and other necessary expenses. The expenses of such bulletin
shall be paid from the appropriation ‘ Engineering,’ Bureau of
Steam Engineering, fiscal year 1921. The money received from
the sale of such publication shall be covered into the Treasury
as miscellaneous receipts.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following :

* PENSION OFFICE.

“To provide additional compensation for employees of the
Bureau of Pensions designated to carry out the act entitled ‘An
act for the retirement of employees in the classified eivil service,
and for other purposes,’ approved May 22, 1820, $2,000, to con-
tinue available until June 30, 1921: Provided, That no person
80 employed shall receive compensation at a rate exceeding
$1,740 per annum except 1 at $3,000, 1 at $2,400, 1 at $2,000,
and 2 at $1,800 each.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 4 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out “ $20™ and insert in lieu thereof “ $15";
and the Senate agree to the same. .

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “ : Provided, That paper, en-
velopes, and blank books required by the stationery rooms of the

enate and House of Representatives for sale to Senators and

embers for official use may be purchased from the Publie
Printer at actual cost thereof and payment therefor shall be
made before delivery ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out in lines 2 and 3 of the matter
inserted by said amendment the words “ or before October 1 of
each year” and insert in lieu thereof “the first day of each
regular session ”; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an

amendment as follows: Strike out of the matter inserted by
said amendment lines 69, 70, 71, 72, 76, 77, 78, and 79, and in
line 103 strike out “ $863,568.91” and insert in lien thereof
“$854,735.49 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert
“5"; and the Senate agree to the same,

F. B. WaRnEN,

CHas, CurTrs,

0. W. UNDERWOOD,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

James W. Goop,

J. G. CANNON,

Jaues F, BYRNES,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr, HARRISON. As the Senate will recall, Mr. President,
there was adopted on this bill last evening an amendment
providing for a change in the assignment of the school board
in the District of Columbia, a matter which had been very
thoroughly investigated and considered, and on which the com-
mittee had made a unanimous report. After the adoption of the
amendment the bill went to conference, and the Senate con-
ferees have receded on it, and it is eliminated by virtue of this
report. I understand that in conference, out of six conferees,
there was only one conferee who objected to it. If the report
should be adopted without Congress taking some action touch-
ing the school situation here, we will leave the people of the
District of Columbia in a very bad situation touching the
schools from now until December.

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator yield for a moment?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

- Mr. WARREN. It would be hardly fair to say that there
was but one opposed. There was one of the three House con-
ferees, I might say, diligently opposed, and the other two
gave no expression, as I remember if, in the conference either
for or i

Mr, HARRISON. I will say to the Senator that I have
talked to at least one of the House conferees, and my informa-
tion came from that House conferee touching the matter to the
effect that there were two House conferees who were willing
to accept it, but one House conferee was not willing to aceept
it and was unwilling to sign the report in the event it should
be ngreed to by the other conferees.

This is a matter of such great importance to the people of the
District that it does seem to me Congress should not adjourn
without some definite action taken touching this situation.
The House has never voted upon the proposition, and it was
eliminated by the wish of one conferee. So I am hoping that
the chairman of the committee will allow the 1eport to be
rejected, so that it can go back to conference and go to the
House, that there may be a vote taken upon that amendment,
and the will of the House expressed. I am wondering if the -
Senator from Wyoming will not accept that and let us vote
down the report, and let the House vote, at least, on this
amendment.

There is another amendment:on which the Senate conferees
receded, in which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]
is very much interested as well as the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. CEAMBERLAIN] and some other Senators, and I am in-
terested in it, too. -I was hopeful that the report could go
back to conference, so that the House could take a vote on at
least those two propositions,

Mr, WARREN, Mr, President, of course it is not in the
hands of the conferees to take it back to conference, and it will
not go back, unless it is sent by the Senate. I regret that any
report which we make at this late hour upon an appropriation
bill ecan not be accepted offhand; but the next best thing, of
course, is to settle whether the report shall be sent back, and if

| it is to go back, to send it back without delay, because long

debate here and delay means that the bill will fail this year,
and the failure to pass supply bills means that we shall have to
be assembled again to enact legislation to cover the wants for
which the bill provides.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming
yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. WARREN. Certainly.

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator oppose its being sent back
to conference? The proposition in which the Senator from
Mississippl is interested, and those in which the Senator from
Oregon [Mr, CramBeERrAIN] and I are interested, are just as
proper as any claims in this deficiency appropriation bill. They
are provided for by law. There is no question about it. There
can not be any question about it. It is a plain case of the Gov-
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ernment owing the money, and the amount has been found
in a legal way. I do not think that the conferees on the part
of the Senate should have agreed to let these matters go out,
and I am not willing to agree that they shall be left out if I
can prevent it. I do not know whether we can prevent it or
not, but I do not want to have it done; it ought not to be done.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as to the two angles of the
remarks of the Senator, in the first instance, there is but one
way, of course, to handle the matter, The conferees made their
report and moved its adoption. They have done the best they
can. If the Senate thinks that to send it back may be to obtain
better results, the conferees will certainly do the best they can
to get better results.

The second angle of the remarks of the Senator from Ten-
nessee that the claim in which he is interested is provided for
by law, and =0 on, leads me to say that we have provided di-
rectly by law that certain losses in publie buildings sustained
by contractors, who made their bids before the 6th of April, the
day war was declared, and who entered into the contracts later,
should be recouped for the money actually lost, after submit-
ting the contracts to the Secretary of the Treasury, and he
hm'ing them examined by proper experts; and the law states
that they shall be paid upon that finding.

There is a difference in the two laws. The claim made by the
conferees, whom we met, is that as to these particular claims,
one of the river and harbor appropriation bills contains a
clause analogous, of course, as to what I have said as to the
Iaw in respect to public buildings, except that it says that they
shall be examined and a report regarding them shall be made
to Congress. The conferees we met take the ground that in
that way we are not authorized, except by legislation, first, to
bring them under the law, which requires an appropriation. I
am simply giving the Senate its ground as to that, and telling
the Senate the difference which exists between the two classes
of cases.

I think the Senator from Tennessee and the Senator from
Mississippi will also remember that, as to the particular claim
in controversy, I have been compelled to deny its admission

to earlier appropriation bills because it had not then been so |

certified ; that is, it had not been amended. But I may say
to the Senators that it gave me great pleasure to think that
we had arrived at a point where we could honor it and place
it in this bill; and my fellow conferees, I am sure, will say
that we did the best we could.

Mr. HARRISON. We are sure of that and we appreciate it
very much. - But I ask the Senator if he has any objection, in
view of these circumstances, to the report being rejected, so
that we can send it back?

Mr. WARREN. I can not come in with a conference report
and say that I agree to send it back; but I do say that it is
here for the Senate to act upon; and if the Senate wishes to
send it back I shall very gracefully accept that command, I
fiope Senators will take into consideration the one fact that we

- are skating on very thin ice now to get through and go home
to-morrow and not be called back to take care of some of these
matters.

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator that is the reason
why I am very glad he called if up this early, so that if we reject
the report it can go immediately to conference and then to the
House and they can vote on the proposition. In view of the
importance of the proposition, I hope that the Senate will reject
the conference report.

Mr, McKELLAR. I move that the report be rejected.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. May I ask the Senator from Missis-
sippi if It is not true that the amendment is essential to the
conduct of the schools of the District during the coming year?

Mr, HARRISON. It is absolutely essential because of the
present conditions. The president of the board of education
has refused to call a meeting of the board, and everything is up
in the air. I read the other day that at least four or five mem-
bers of the board of education have gone out of the city. The
whele thing is up in the air and will be until Congress takes
some action. It will be an outrage if Congress refuses to take
some action touching the public-school system of the District at
this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
conference report.

A division was called for and taken.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The conference report is agreed to.

Mr. McKELLAR. T ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. SMOOT. It is too late to ask for the yeas and nays after
the result has been announced by the Chair,

Mr. McKELLAR. There is no reason why we can not ask
for the yeas and nays.

Mr. SMOOT. I will leave it to the Chair to decide as to
whether under the rules, after the decision is announced by
the Chair, the yeas and nays can be ordered,

The VICE PRESIDENT, There is no rule. The Constitution
provides that on any question the yeas and nays shall be taken
at the desire of one-fifth of the Senators present.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask a question with
reference to moving that the conference report be agreed to. I
understood the motion to be that it be recommitted. I may
be mistaken.

Mr. McKELLAR. I moved to reject it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The very eonstitution of the Sen-
ate makes the motion itself. It is, Shall the conference report
be agreed to?

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Presirlent what was done with the re-
quest for the yeas and nays? '

The VICE PRESIDENT. There has not been anything done

yet.

Mr. McKELLAR. T ask for the yeas and nays on the adop-
tion of the conference report.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Reading Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr. FERNALD (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Joaxsox]. In his absence I withhold my vote.

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN]
which I transfer to the junior Senator from Alabama [Mr.
ComEer] and vote “yea.”

Mr. HENDERSON (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr, Mc-
Coamrck]. I understand if he were here he would vote as I
am about to vote, I therefore feel at liberty to vote, and vote
& Yt‘u."

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called). The
senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] is necessarily
absent. In his absence I have agreed to take care of him with a
pair. However, I find that I can transfer that pair to my
colleague [Mr. PoiNpeExTER], which I do and vote * yea.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called), I transfer my
general pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
KerLogg] to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS]
and vote “ yea."

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SamirH] to the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] and vote * yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. GAY. I have a pair with the senior Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. I transfer that pair to the junior
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STaNrLEY] and vote “ yea."

Mr. BECKHAM. I have a pair with the senior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Suraercanp]. I transfer my pair with that
Senator to the senior Senator from Arizona [Mr. SmrrH] and
vote * yea."”

Mr. SMITH of Georgia (after having voted in the negative).
I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Lobge]. I notice that he has not voted. I transfer
my pair to the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. ReEep] and
let my vote stand.

Mr. CHAMBERTAIN (after having voted in the negative).
I have a pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Kw~ox]. In his absence, I transfer my pair to the Senator from
Texas [Mr. CureersoN] and let my vote stand.

Mr. CALDER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am
paired with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harris]. [
transfer that pair to my colleague [Mr. Wabsworra] and let
my vote stand.

Mr. SPENCER. I have a general pair with the junior Sena-
tor from New Mexico [Mr, Jones], but under the arrangement [
have with him I feel free to vote on this question. I vote
“ qua.“

May I announce that the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Kexyon], the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr, Reep], and
the senior Senator from Ohio |[Mr. PoumeResE] are engaged on
official business in a hearing before the Committee on Privileges
and Elections.

Mr. FERNALD. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from South Dakota [Mr. Jounsox] to the junior Senator from
Maryland [Mr. France], and vote * yea.”

Mr. TRAMMELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I
desire to announce that I have a general pair with the senior
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. I feel at liberty to
vote on this question, and therefore will let my vote stand.

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the negative). I
change my vote from “nay" to “yea.” 1 desire to submit a
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parlinmentary inquiry. Is a motion to reconsider in order be-
fore the presence or absence of a quorum is developed?

The VICE PRESIDENT, It is not.

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 14, as follows:

Mr. STERLING. Making the same announcement as on the
previous roll call as to my pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.”

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN (after having voted in the negative).
Announcing the same transfer as heretofore, I will allow my
vote to stand.

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epce] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN];

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins] with the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gorg] ;

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] with
the Senator from Montana [Mr. WarLsHu] ;

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr., LA Forrerre] with the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kigsy];

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLean] with the Sen-
ator from Montana [Mr. Mygrs]; and -

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeNrose] with the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLtams].

The roll call resulted—yeas 33, nays 16, as follows:

YEAS—28,
Deckham Hale McNary Smoot
Brandegee Harding New Spencer
Calder Harrison Page Sterling
Curtis Henderson Phipps Thomas
Dial Jones, Wash, Sheppard Trammell

iy Keyes Simmons Underwood

Gluss McCumber Smith, Md, ‘Warren

NAYS—14.
Ashurst Iitchcock Phelan Smith, Ga.
Capper Kin, Pittman Walsh, Mass.
Chamberlain McKellar Ransdell
Dillingham Nugent Robinson

NOT VOTING—b54.
Ball Gore MeCormick Bhields
Borah Gronna McLean Bmith, Ariz.
Colt Harris Moses Smith, 8, C.
Comer Johnson, Calif, Myers Stanle;
Culberson Johnson, 8. Dak. Nelson Sutherland
Cummins Jones, N. Mex., Newberry Swanson
tdge Kellogg orris Townsend

Elkins Kendrick Overman Wadsworth
Fall Kenyon Owen Walsh, Mont,
Fernald Kirby I’enrose Watson
Fletcher Knox Poindexter Williams
France La Follette Pomerene Wolcott
Frelinghuysen Lenroot Reed
Gerry Sherman

The VICE PRESIDENT. No quorum is present. The Secre-

tary will call the roll.
The Reading Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Hale New Smoot
Beckham Harding Page Spencer
Calder Harris Phelan Sterling
Capper Harrison Phipps Thomas
Chamberlain Henderson Pittman Trammell
Curtis Hitcheock Ransdell Underwood
Dial Jones, Wash. Robinson Walsh, Mass.
Dillingham eyes heppard ‘Warren
Fernald ing immons

Gay McCumber Smith, Ga.

Glass McKellar Smith, Md.

The YICE PRESIDENT, Forty-one Senators have answered
to the roll call, There is not a quorum present. The Secretary
will call the names of the absent Senators.

The Reading Clerk called the names of the absent Senators,
and Mr. Branprgee and Mr. NuceNT answered to their names
when called.

Mr. SurHERLAND and Mr. McNary entered the Chamber and
answered to their names.

The VICH PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is not a quorum present.

Mr, WARREN, Mr, President, I move that the Sergeant
at Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms will carry
out the instructions of the Senate.

Mr. PoumeReENE, Mr, Kexyon, Mr. Reep, Mr. GErry, and Mr, |

Kexprick entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have answered to
the roll call. There is a quorum present. The guestion ig on
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference on what
is known as the general deficiency appropriation bill, The Sec-
retary will call the roll.

The Reading Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr., FERNALD (when his name was called).
same announcement as before, I vote “ yea."”

Mr. GAY (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement as on the previous roll ecall, I vote “ yea.”

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement as on the previous roll call, I vote “ yea.”

Mr. HENDERSON (when his name was called). Making
the same announcement as before, I vote “ yea.” -

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called).
Again announcing my pair and its transfer to the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. La Forterte], I vote “ yea.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Again an-
nouncing my pair and its transfer as on previous roll calls I
vote “ yea.”

Mr. SPENCER (when his name was called). Making. the
same announcement with regard to my pair, I vote * yea.”

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). T have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson], I am
unable to obtain a transfer of that pair, and therefore am un-
able to vote on this question.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the negative).
sire to change my vote from “nay ™ to “ yea.”

Making the

I de-

YEAS—33.
Beekham Iarding McNary Sterling
Brandegee Harris Page Butherland
Calder Harrison Phelan Thomas
Curtis Henderson Phipps Trammell
Dial Jones, Wash, Sheppard Underwood
Fernald Kenyon Simmons Warren
Gay Keyes Bmith, Md,
Glass Lodge Smoot
Hale McCumber Spencer

NAYS—16.
Ashurst Gerri: . Nugent Reed
Capper Hitchcock Pittman Robinson
Chamberlain Kin Pomerene Smith, Ga,
Dillingham McKellar Ransdell Walsh, Mass.

¢ NOT VOTING—A4T.
Ball Gore McLean Shieclds
Borah Gronna Moses Smith, Ariz.
Colt Johnson, Calif. Myers S8mith, 8. C.
Comer Johnson, 8. Dak, Nelson Stanley
Culberson Jones, N, Mex, New Swanson
Cummins Kellogg Newberry Townsend
Edge Kendrick Norris Wadsworth
Elkins Kirby Overman Walsh, Mont.
Fall Knox Owen Watson
Fletcher La Follette Penrose Williams
ance Lenroot Poindexter Wolcott

Frelinghuysen McCormick Sherman

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the quéstion of agreeing to the
conference report the yeas are 33, the nays are 16, Senator
Worcort being present in the Chamber and not voting, making
a quorum. The conference report is agreed to.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to move to recon-
sider the vote.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. No; I want to occupy the floor for a while.

Mr. President, I was very sorry that the chairman of the
committee did not agree to this motion, so that the conference
report, with the school provision eliminated, might go back to
conference and the House could vote upon that proposition;
and I feel that the question is of so much importance that I
should occupy the time of the Senate for as long as I may hold
out in opposition to this conference report.

In addressing the Senate touching this conference report I
shall confine my remarks to the school question in the District;
and so I can say to the Senators here present that if they do
not desire to- hear this school question discussed and want to
smoke a liftle bit or promenade for a long while or do anything
else that they desire, they shall have plenty of time in which
to do it.

It seems that it is a pity that the American Congress does not
feel that the District affairs should receive sufficient considera-
tion at its hands to allow at least such an important question as
this to be considered by the other House. The amendment in
question is carrying out the views of the select committee in-
vestigating the school conditions. It was a unanimous report.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
for a moment?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield for a question.

Mr. ASHURST. If the Senator should succeed in defeating
the conference report, would he thereby assist the schools?
Would he achieve his point by the defeat of this bill?

I ask the question because I sympathize with the Senator's
view and have uniformly voted with him; but I do not perceive
how, by defeating the conference report, he will assist .the
schools that he is so ably trying to assist. .

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, the Senator has the same view-
point about this matter that I have, He is a very praetical
man and one of the best Senators I have ever met in my life.

§
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I always like to hear him, because I think he is about the most
eloquent Senator in the United States.

Mr. ASHURST. I admit it. [Laughter in the galleries.]

The VICE PRESIDENT. The occupants of the galleries are
not here to furnish applause. They must keep still

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, if this conference report is de-
feated, the amendment of the Senate, attached to it by prac-
tically a unanimous vote, goes with it te the scrap heap, and
unfortunately no legislation will pass; but I hope that the very
distinguished Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warrex], who not
only has the schools of the District at heart, but has the inter-
ests of the people at heart, who has a big heart himself, will
reconsider and allow this conference report to go back to con-
ference, and then let it go before the House to be voted on upon
this proposition. Then we can go along smoothly for the bal-
ance of the night, and take up some of these other questions
that may be pending, and we might then take up the bill that
was referred to by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary]
this morning.

Mr. ASHURST. If the Senator will pardon me, I hope he
will forgive my facetiousness of a moment ago. I really want
to be praetical on the question. The Senator will perceive that
on two roll calls I voted with him. .

Mr. HARRISON. I know the Senator did.

Mr., ASHURST. And the Senator's powerful argument the
other night on the situation in regard to the schools of this Dis-
trict had very much to do with influencing my vote.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator always votes right.

Mr. ASHURST. But on the last roll call there were 33 votes
for the adoption of this conference report and 12 votes against it.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. ASHURST. And I voted with the Senator.

Mr. HARRISON., That is right. The Senator voted right.

Mr. ASHURST, But I do not perceive how there is any rea-
sonable probability that that large majority, over two to one,
will change its view and adopt the view of the 16, which is only

_half. If it would do so, I should be very happy.

Mr. HARRISON, The Senator has perceived, as I have per-
ceived in this body, that very often some of the Senators change
their minds and vote one way and then vote another way;
but I think—and the Senator will agree with me, I am quite
sure—that the reason why the Senators voted *“ aye ” there was
because the chairman having the matter in charge was vot-
ing that way., Of course if the chairman of the committee,
the Senator from Wyoming, whom I love, would just say the
word and let this report go back to conference and over to the
House and have a vote on it, as 1 was going to say when the
Senator from Arizona interrupted me, we could perhaps in
the course of the evening get up the bill that was introduced
by the distingnished Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNazry] touch-
ing the sugar question; we could take up other bills that other
Senators have been desirous of getting up, and pass them; we
could pass this very important bill increasing the pay of the
postal employees; we could take up the conference report on
the shipping bill; we could take up the District of Columbia
appropriation bill; and there are many bills that we could
take up and consider if I could persuade the Senator from
Wyoming to allow this conference report to go back to confer-
ence and let the House pass upon it.

It seems to me that that would be the very proper thing to
do in view of the circumstances. I do not like to work any
more than any other Senator desires to work, but there were
five of us who gave from two to five hours a day for two
months working upon a matter which, of course, our imme-
diate constituencies were not interested in, except indirectly,
as they are interested in civilization generally: but we were
working in order to study the school situation here; we were
working at the Instance and at the direction of the United States
Senate, trying to find out what was the matter with the school
sitnation in the District of Columbia. We gave our time un-
stintedly, tried to be impartial in the consideration of that ques-
tion ; we tried to deal with it in a fair and in a just way, and,
as I said, we left our offices from two to five hours a day for
two months, and gave our time to consider that question, and
after considering it that long we unanimously agreed upon a
report as to what ought to be done,

With the exception of myself, the members of that committee
were men of high intelligence, superb ability, thoroughly pa-
triotie, and wanted to do the right thing for the schools. If
that committee is to be repudiated by the Senate and by the
House of Representatives, and all of its work held for naught,
all of its suggestions thrown to the winds, all of the policies
which were advocated in its report repudiated, then well and
good ; but I feel that the matter is of such importance that it at
least should be discussed, and discussed at length,

I hope the Senator from Wyoming was listening to me when
I made that suggestion. I will make it again. I will make it
to the leader of the majority, too. I was in hopes that the big-
hearfed Senator from Wyoming, who I am sure is in sympathy
with what the committee on the school investigation reported
and is in sympathy with this amendment, because he voted for
it, and advocated it not only here in the Senate but in the '
conference, would allow this to o back to conference, and let
the House pass upon the tion.

Mr, LODGE. May I ask a question?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield for a question,

Mr, LODGE. What assurance has the Senator that the con-
ferees on the part of the House will allow it to go back to the
House?

Mr. HARRISON. I have the assurance from the chairman
of the Appropriations Committee of the House that if the
Senate votes down the report and it goes back into conference,
he will present it to the House, and that he will do his best to
get a separate vote upon the proposition. I counld not have any
better assurance than that, and certainly we would do a great
deal of good for the schools of the District if they would agree
with the Senate’s action on it, and it is due to the House not
to let one man thwart the will of the House, and they should
be given the privilege of voting upon this very important ques-
tion. It seems to me that it is almost a travesty for the Congress
to adjourn to-morrow and leave the situation as it will affect
the schools in the condition in which we will leave it if this
conference report is adopted as it now stands.

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator another guestion?
Suppose the House declined to yield; then we would be simply
where we are now, and to send the report back would hardly be
worth while?

Mr. HARRISON. If the House, on a separate vote upon
this propesition, should not agree with the action of the Senate
and should vote down that amendment, I am through. T will
have done everything I could do; I will have performed my
duty. The other members of the select committee, I think, feel
as I do—that they have done their duty:

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the Senator knows that
I have been in sympathy with him——

Mr, HARRISON, Absolutely; and I appreciate it.

Mr. LODGE. And in sympathy with what he is doing, in
sympathy with him about Van Schaick and about all the Senator
has been trying to do for the schools; but I should like to get
the deficiency appropriation bill through if possible so that we
may adjourn to-morrow,

Mr. HARRISON. I am in sympathy with the Senator, too.

Mr. LODGE. If the House conferees refuse to take it back,
we have no means of forcing them. :

Mr. HARRISON. I am quite sure the House conferees will
not refuse to take it back. I have told the Senator the con-
versation I had with the chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee of the House. I think he is in entire sympathy with

.this amendment, and I think he would like to have the House

vote on it.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator from Kansas?

Mr, HARRISON. I yield for a question.

Mr. CURTIS. What if the House conferees fail to get a sepa-
rate vote in the House? Then would the Senator be-satisfied?

AMr. HARRISON,. I think we ought to have a separate vote
in the House.

Mr. CURTIS. I say, what would happen if the House con-
ferees do not get a separate vote in the House?

Mr. HARRISON. I can not understand the theory of gov-
ernment under which one man can thwart the will of the Ameri-

-can Congress.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— ’

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississipp
yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am very much interested in the repetition
of that statement by the Senator about one man thwarting the
will of Congress. Would the Senator ohject to enlightening me
by telling me who that one man is who is so potent? :

Mr. HARRISON, He is one of the House conferees, who ob-
jected to this proposition, and stated that he would not sign the
report with this amendment in it; and so the other House Mem-
bers, in order to be congenial, said that they would stand by him,

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is a combination, then, that is thwarting
the will of Congress. The Senator made an appeal a while
ago to the Senator from Wyoming to let this report go back,
May I ask the Senator if it would not be more appropriate to
address that request to the Senate?
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Mr. HARRISON, Yes.

Mr. WOLCOTT. If so, why not let us vote on the motion to
reconsider, and see what the Senate has to say about it?

Mr. HARRISON. I was in hopes that the Senate would
agree to let it go back to conference. I wanted fo discuss the
proposition for a while before we voted on the motion to recon-
sider. Did the Senator from Wyoming desire to ask me a
question?

Mr. WARREN.
tor will permit.

Mr. HARRISON. I yield for a question.

Mr. WARREN. What I say I will say in all kindness, of
course. I have been somewhat interested in the Senator's re-
mark about one man holding up the Congress, I am satisfied,
if I can take the word of the Senator from Mississippi, that that
is exactly what he intends to do to-night—to hold up the Congress.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; I intend to hold it up. I am
perfectly candid with the Senator,

Mr. WARREN. In other words, the Senator is intending to
do what he condemns in somebody else?

Mr. HARRISON. No. One gentleman is holding it up be-
cause we are trying to help the schools in the District, and I
am holding it up because the American Congress refuses to do
anything for the schools of this District, and is going to ad-
journ leaving the schools in their present condition.

Mr. WARREN. I want to go along bit by bit, so I may know
just where we are moving. I take the Senator at his word.
He has the power, under the rules of the Senate, without ques-
tion, and if he is a good, industrious talker, of course, he can
talk until daylight, and stay here, and we lose the bill. I have
no objection whatever to the Senate sending the report back
to the conferees, and we shall do the very best we can, as we
did before. But, of course, the Senator must remember that,
first, we have to secure at least two of the three House con-
ferees to agree with us; and, second, if they refuse to take the
matter back to the House, we can not compel them to do so.
If they go back to the House, and the House does not sustain
the proposition the Senator from Mississippi makes, of course,
we can not help that. Since the Senator has been so frank, I
would like to know just how far we must go; just where our
boundaries may be if we shall send it back.

Mr. HARRISON.
very good step. I think that the House ought to vote on the
proposition, unless the House conferees would agree to the
proposition.

Mr. WARREN, DMr, President, I have been in a good many
pretty close quarters in conferences, and I recall times when
we have been sent back where we have met a great deal of
sturdy opposition on the ground that we did not make any
effort to have our report sustained, and so forth. '

Mr. HARRISON. They can not make that charge to-night.

Mr. WARREN. It is now in the hands of the Senate. They
are to pass upon it. Besides the item to which the Senator is
objecting, there are two or three others which undoubtedly will
be objected to, even if we can settle this one. I should like to
know something about those to see whether we are going to
get this matter finally settled if we go back and struggle with
the conferees.

Mr., McKELLAR. I want a separate vote on the item in
which the Senator knows I am interested. It is a claim of
constituents of mine provided for by law, and I think they are
entitled to have what the law gives them. If the House votes it
down on a separate vote, then I shall be willing to let it go.

Mr. HARRISON. Did the Senator from Wyoming have some
suggestion?

Mr. WARREN. I was going to say further that of course it
would be useless for the Senate to send the report back unless
the Senator himself and those with him have confidence that
the conferees will do the best they can. Having done the best
they can, I want to know what we are going to do if it should
happen that we should be unsuccessful on any one of these mat-
ters, and I do not mean by that that we should go back intend-
ing to be unsuccessful.

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator has done admirably.
I know the Senator has tried to take care of the amendment in
which I am interested and of those in which the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr, McKerLrar] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
CuampeprAin] are interested, but I think the House ought to
pass on such important propositions as have been eliminated.

Mr. WARREN, The Senator seems to be in close connection
with the Senator from Tennessee, Is the matter in which the
Senator from Tennessee is interested a part of this? How is
that to be settled?

Mr. HARRISON. I understood the Senator from Tennessee
to state that he desires a separate vote in the House on his
proposition.

I want to make a few remarks, if the Sena-

If we send it back, we will have taken a

Mr, McKELLAR. Let it take exactly the same course the
others do. .

Mr, WARREN. The Senator says the same course. I do
not know that we can get the same course taken, but if I may,
I want to go a little further and ask the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. PomerenE] in regard to a proposition in which he is inter-
ested. I want to inform the Senator, because we may as well
understand this whole situation, that we were compelled to re-
cede upon an amendment of $4,100 for park policemen, which
the Senator has advocated very sincerely and enthusiastically,
Is the Senator going to interpose any conditions in regard to
that item? ;

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I desire to be perfectly
frank about the matter.

Mr. WARREN. I am trying to get the matter settled, and to
get the conference report agreed to.

Mr. POMERENE. I realize it very fully. The Senator has
properly described my attitude when he says I have been en-
thusiastic about this matter, and I have been enthusiastic about
it because the Congress has been guilty of the grossest kind of
an injustice against 10 policemen in the Zoological Park. In-
creases in salary have been given to every other class of police-
men in the District, but because of the fact that 10 policemen
who are immediately under the control of the Smithsonian In-
stitute, and have heretofore been paid out of a lump sum, have
been overlooked by the Appropriations Committees both of the
Senate and of the House, they are to be deprived of a similar
increase., I realize that it is hardly the fair thing to hold up
an entire appropriation bill for the benefit of 10 policemen, but
those 10 policemen have to be clothed and fed, and some of them
at least have families.

I am not going to concede at this moment that when these
facts are fully known to the conferees of the House they are
going to deny simple and exact justice to these 10 men. If the
conference report comes back, I shall determine my course by
the position which we may then be in. I shall have done all
that I think I can do, but I want to appeal to the sense of
justice on the part of the conferees of the Senate as well as of
the House. I believe the Senate conferees have done all that
they can in that behalf. I am amazed that an item of this kind
should have been stricken out of the bill in conference. There
is no defense that can be made of it.

Mr. WARREN. I have not yet received any assurance about
the matter of the river and harbor claim. In other words, I
want to know ‘‘ where we are at.”

Mr. McKELLAR. I thought I had stated my position, If it
comes back I will use my own judgment as to what is necessary
to be done at that time.

Mr. WARREN. Then we might as well talk about it for a
few days, because to come back half-handed in that way accom-
plishes no object whatever. I am anxious to get upon a ground
where we could take the conference report back, but not with one
subject at a time and with no assurance as to the others,

Mr. HARRISON. DMay I say to the Senator that I am inter-
ested in this claim matter the same as the Senator from Tennes-
see [Mr. McKerrar] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Cran-
BERLAIN]? There are about 12 of those, but this is all in one
amendment. They could take a separate vote in the House on
that proposition. I can not see how they could do otherwise.
Is that not agreeable?

Mr. WARREN. The Senator says they are all in one amend-
ment. They are not connected in any way whatever.

Mr. HARRISON. I understand it was all in one estimate
of three hundred and some odd thousand dollars from the
Treasury Department,

Mr. WARREN. Oh, yes.

Mr. HARRISON. It is not one item still, in the bill?

Mr. WARREN. Yes; just one item.

Mr. HARRISON. It would take just one vote on that propo-
sition. I understood the Senator from Tennessee to state that
it would be satisfactory to go back to conference, fo go into the
House, and if they should vote him down——

Mr. WARREN. If I am going to help get this back, I shall
have to have some assurance from Senators, when we have
fought for them the best we can to the end of the line, whether
we are coming back and are then to be held up, if I may use
that expression.

Mr. HARRISON. I say to the Senator that I shall not at-
tempt to hold it up, but will try to help the Senator expedite it,
if the matter goes back to conference and the House votes upon
the proposition, or it need not go back to a vote if the House
conferees will agree to it.

Mr. WARREN. Of course, the Senator knows that I can
offer no assurance that the House will vote on it.

Mr. HARRISON. I understand that perfectly.
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Mr. WARREN. I will give him every assurance that I will
Jdo my best.

Mr. HARRISON. If it should go to conference, then, of
course, the House conferees could refuse to take it back; but I
sincerely believe they would take it back and try to agree on
the proposition.

Mr. McKELLAR. There will be two separate votes—one on the
river and harbor claims and the other on the school question

Mr. WARREN. When does the Senator mean?

Mr. McKELLAR., Unless the conferees agree to accept them.
In that case, of course, there would be no trouble about it,

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator mean if we get into trouble
with this matter and bring it back, they still will try to have
votes on these two matters?

Mr. McKELLAR. All that I ask is that these two matters
go to the House and let the House vote on them.

Mr. WARREN. But suppose they do not go to the House?
Suppose we are not able to get them there?

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, they will go to the House.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Wyoming knows if we
commit ourselves on the floor of the Senate that we would be
satisfied if we go to conference and the conferees on the part of the
House refuse to take it back there that that would satisfy us.

Mr. WARREN. But the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc-
Kerrar] has not given that assurance,

Mr. McKELLAR. No; and I do not understand the Sena-
tor from Mississippi has done so. We both ask that these two
matters be taken back to conference and the House conferees
submit the two questions to the House. If they vote us down
in the House, then that is a matter that we have nothing
further to say about, but if they do not vote us down, our items
would be in the bill

Mr. WARREN. The conference report is the property of
the Senate. We have made that report and placed it on the
table. I should be very glad to assist Senators to send it back
by the vote of the Senate if the Senate thinks that with the
present condition of things it should go back. I should like
to cooperate, of course. There is the situation. The Senate
has heard the Senator from Mississippi state his intentions
about it, and other Senators as well, but we had better dispose
. of it one way or the other. i

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, the request of the
Senator from Mississippi does not seem to me fo be an unrea-
sonable one. The Senator has made a most diligent fight for
the provision with reference to the schools here. He won out in
the Senate. The chairman of the committee knows what the
vote was on that. The Senate also voted in by unanimous vote
the river and harbor items in the bill. Now, all that the Sen-
ator asks is that the conferees take the bill back and have the
question voted on by the House. It is not an unreasonable
request. The chairman insists that he is willing to do that if
the Senate will send the conference report back, but the Senate
has shown an indisposition to do that.

Mr. WARREN, It is not in my possession. I have said to
the Senator and to the Senate that if the Senate will vote to
send this back now after hearing these statements I shall be
very glad to take it back. :

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. May I interrupt the Senator once more?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Will the Senator ask the Senate to
do that?

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent that the report
be sent back to conference with instructions that the conferees
be asked to request a separate vote in the House upon these
two items.

Mr. LODGE. 1 have no objection to it in the world, but what
is the next step? Suppose we lose? We can not make the
House conferees take it back. We can not make the House vote
on it. If the House refuses for any reason, we are just where
we are now. What is gained?

Mr. McKELLAR, On the other hand, if we agree beforehand
as to the matter, if we let it go that way, we would feel like the
celebrated——

Mr, LODGE. If Senators would agree that it should be
taken back and an effort made to get it submitted to the House,
and if that failed, then we should have a vote and pass the bill,
that would be one thing.

Mr. HARRISON. Why can we not, as the Senator from
Massachusetts has suggested, let the conference report go back
to conference and have the conferees upon the part of the Sen-
ate urge in every possible way that the House conferees take it
to the House for a separate vote and stop there?

Mr. LODGE. We would be no better off then than we are now.

Mr. McKELLAR. We could not be any worse off than we
are now. We might be entirely well off, we might get the mat-

ter settled, but as it is now I do not see how we could be worse
off than we are.

Mr. HARRISON. I am trying to help the Senator to get
straight on this proposition.

Mr., LODGE. It seems to me we could get together if Sena-
tors would give the assurance that if we made every effort to
get it back to the House and failed, the prevention of the vote
would be withdrawn, and that would get us somewhere.

If we are simply to go to the House and if we fail to get a
vote on it and come back here and begin the filibuster over
again we might as well make up our minds to it and recon-
sider the adjournment resolution and take our time on the bill,

Mr. HARRISON, Will the Senator from Wyoming make the
suggestion that the conference report go back to conference?

Mr. WARREN. It is before us on the motion which the
Senator made. The Senator moved to reconsider. Let us take
a vote on that question.

Mr. HARRISON. The trouble now is that when that vote is
taken, if I am voted down on the question of a reconsideration,
I have lost the floor, and I expect to hold the floor until some
agreement is made,

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator undertakes to hold the floor
until these conferees can guarantee him exactly what they can
come back with, the Senator from Mississippi would hold it
until next January.

Mr. HARRISON. I made no suggestion as to that. I do not
think the Senator from Wyoming understood me. I said that
if I give up the floor on a motion to reconsider, then I would
be down and out. I propose this: I ask unanimous consent that
the conference report be rejected by the Senate and be sent
back to conference.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
hears none. It is so ordered.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE,

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H. R.13962, An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Monongahela River, at or near the borough
of Wilson, in the county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania ; and

H. R.14368. An act to provide revenue, encourage domestic
industries, and make provision for the national defense by the
elimination, through the assessment of special duties, of unfair
foreign competition in the sale of aeroplanes imported into the
United States, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were-thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

H. R.13266. An act making appropriations to provide for the
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes; and

H. 13. 14208. An act to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An
act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and
for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as amended.

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE.

H. R.18962. An act to extend the time for the construction
of a bridge across the Monongahela River, at or near the bor-
ough of Wilson, in the county of Allegheny, in the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, was read twice by its title and referred
to the Committee on Commerce. !

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President; I ask unanimous consent to sub-
mit a report from the Committee on Commerce. I report back
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 13962) to extend
the time for the construction of a bridge across the Mononga-
hela River, and so forth, and I ask for its present consideration,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. McCUMBER. I am going to object to the consideration
of other bills than appropriation bills until we get through with
the pension bill that was before the Senate some time ago.

Mr., CALDER. Will not the Senator permit this bill to be
considered? It is merely a bridge bill.

Mr. McCUMBER. There are 40 others, and I have been wait-
ing six months to get these pension bills through., I think it
is about time that we should reach a vote on them.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The bill will
go to the ecalendar, and the consideration of the pension bill will
be resumed.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considera=
tion of the bill (8. 3747) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and

Is there objection? The Chair
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Navy, and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors.

The reading of the bill was concluded.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr, President, I offer the following amend-
ment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Reapixg Crerk. Insert at the proper place in the bill the
following :

The name of Margaret Howell Butler, widow of Matthew C. Butler,
r., late lieutenant colonel of Cavalry, United States Army, Regular

tablishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

UNFAIR FOREIGN COMPETITION.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I ask for the present dis-
position of House bill 14368, which is on the Secretary’s desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator wishes to have it
handed down?

Mr. HITCHCOCK., I do.

H. R. 14368, An act to provide revenue, encourage domestic in-
dustries, and make provision for the national de ense by the
elimination, through the assessment of special duties, of unfair
foreign competition in the sale of aeroplanes imported into the
United States, and for other purposes, was read the first time by
its title. $

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I desire to object to the second reading
of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over.

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS,

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7775) granting penslons and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regu-
lar Army and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars
other than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and
sailors.

Mr. KING. I should like to inguire of the chairman of the
committee why this bill was not included in the measure just
congidered?

Mr. McCUMBER. Simply because the House reported it as
a separate bill and it was taken up at a separate time and dis-
posed of at a separate time and reported out from the com-
mittee several weeks after the other bill,

Mr. KING. Is it of the same character as the one we just
considered ?

Mr. McCUMBER. It is of the same character. All of them
.x‘-vefer to the general establishment or wars other than the Civil

ar.

Mr, KING. I have opposed some pension bills, and I do. not
regard this as having a greater merit than some of those re-
cently passed, but no opposition upon the part of Senators will
prevent aflirmative action, so I shall not object to its consid-
eration. 1

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Commitiee on
Pensions with amendments,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the formal
reading of the bill will be dispensed with, and the bill will be
read for amendment, committee amendments to be first con-
sidered.

Mr., McCUMBER. On behalf of the committee I offer the
amendments, which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be, stated.

tgl]:e R::t.uum Crerg. On page 1, after line 5, it is proposed to
strike out: -

The name of Hannah J. Clark, widow of Willlam ¥, Clark, late of
Troop B, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a -
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now mcelwﬁg.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, at the top of page 2, to strike out:

The name of James L. Buckler, late of Company F', Fourth Regiment
Kentucky Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per

month,
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 6, to strike
out:

The name of Charles W, Van Scoyk, late of Company G, Third Regl-
;}En:h Ohio Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per
onth.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 13, to strike
out:

The pame of Bophie Reimuller, widow of George Reimuller, late of
Co ny C, Forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay a on at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per month
additional for minor child until he reaches the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 2, to strike
out.

The name of Carson Rummel, late of Company I, Twenty-eighth Regl-
ment Ung‘;i.ad States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §
per mon

The name of John Bohntinsky, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment
United States Inf , and Hospital Corps, United States Army, and
pa* him a pension at the rate of $17 {ﬁr month,

he name of Rebecca Strouther, mother of Charles Strouther, late of

Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry,
War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 1, after the word
“Strain” to insert “alias Lewis Monroe,” so as to make the
clause read:

The name of Lewls M. Strain, alias Lewis Monroe, late of Company
C, Fifteenth R ent United States Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Charles Voos, late of Compang D, Third Regiment Con-
necticut Infantry, War with Spain, and pay a pension at the rate
orq?ﬂi per month in lien of that he is now receivtnﬁ.

he name of Ernest Meyer, late of Company M, Second Regiment
Wlscti:.min Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
mon

The amendment was agreed to. ;

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 22, to strike
out:

The name of James O. Carroll, late of Com;

Arkansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to strike out:
The name of Maria Kuehn, widow of Charles Kuehn, late of Com-

pany C, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and ¥ her a
pensi\gg at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now

The ﬁ".nme of Marion P. 1.’.s.|'ne't:i late of Cnmpanieu. Fourth Regi-
menih- Missouri Infantry, and pay a pension at rate of $17 per
mon

The name of Joseph Roddy, late of Company I, First Regiment
Hi“ﬁ:}l‘i Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month,

The name of John C. Graves, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regi-
ment mmdlgnn Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12

mon

I;m:';ﬁ.‘he name of William E. Sloane, dependent father of Alexander G, B.
81 late of the United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month,

The name of Schutvler van Tassell, late of Company M, Thirty-fifth
Re, nt Michigan Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

51 T]})er month.

e name of 8amuel W. Van Riper, late of Company B, Thirty-second
Regiment, and Company E, Twenty-first Regiment, United States Infan-
try, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $§12 per month.
Troom Lo, Fiet Regiment United Biates Cavatey nod tor Lia pate, of

ent Un es Cavalry, an f sion

at th% rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is novpvagecelving.m

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of John J. Burke, late of Troop D, First Regiment United
States Cavalry, and pas bhim a ]iension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of John (. Koepplinger, late of Company Sixth Regi-
ment Ohio Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $1T7 per
month in 0! t he is now receivl.nF

The na of Albert Beehler, late of Company C, Sixth. Regiment
Ohio Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 20, to strike
out:

The name of William McBride, late of Company A, Bixty-ninth Regi-
ment New York Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $§12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. )
The next amendment was, on page 7, beginning in line 1, to
strike out:

The name of Wynn M. Mays, late of Company K, Second Misgisalf 1
Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
r month.

llem name of George W. Chandler, late of Troop F, Third Regiment
United States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

he name of Martha Tyler, widow of William Tyler, late of Capt.
Jernigan’s Company of Mounted Velunteers, Seminole Indian Wars of
Florida };f‘;. 185(?&::!1 1857, and pay her a pension at the rate of §20
per mon

any K, Second Regiment
a pension at the rate
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The name of Walter 8. M
United States Volunteer En
of $12 per month.

The name of Narcissa A, Grant, formerl? widow of Sylvain Trichil,
late of Company I, Fifth (Peyton’.) Regiment Louisiana Militia In-
fantry, g’.ar with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Lizzie Eaton Webster, widow of Leicester Webster, late
of the I{:!i]lted States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The name of Thomas S, Garen, late of the United States Navy, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

¢ name of Barton E. Connor, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to strike out:

The name of Peter Beebe, late of Company F, Forty-first Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 6, to strike
ont:

The name of Martha Tyler, widow of William Tyler, late of Capt.
Jprnig:n's Company of Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indlan Wars of
Flori in 1856 and 1857, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month,

The name of Walter 8. M.
United States Volunteer En
of $12 per month.

uaide, late of Company A, First Regiment
neers, and pay him a pension at the rate

uaide, late of Company A, First Regiment
neers, and pay him a pension at the rate

¢ name of Narcissa A. Grant, formerly widow of Sylvain Trichil,
late of Company I, Fifth (Peyton's) Regiment Louisiana Militia In-
fantry, “;nr with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
P e Dame. of Limxié Maton Webster, widow of Leicester Webster,
late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate o
$12 per month,

The name of Thomas 8. Garen, late of the United States Navy, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, before the word
“mother,” insert “ dependent,” and in line 24, before the word
*late,” to strike out “ deceased,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Emma Golden, dependent mother of John Byron Golden,
Iate of the United States Nuvy, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, beginning in line 1,
to strike out:

The name of Ulysus G. ITunt, late of Company I, Third Regiment
Kentucky Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of g.‘!’ r month.
3 'll‘theln%met of F l:_in Whg{ln, late oif Cm:;;%ny Bt' %hﬁ e egl‘:e:;i tﬁen-

' m a glon a e rate T m o
m'.l‘lfe r;atg:eryorué“%{m M. mhon , late contract nul:-ese, Medical
Iepartment, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that she is now recelvin% y

The name of William H. Brane, late of Battery F, Third Regiment
United Btates Field Artillery, New York National Guard, and pay him
a pension at the rate of §17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Baxter Hogan, late of Company F, Twenty-first 'Reii-
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr, President, from this amend-
ment, which the Committee on Pensions has reported to the
pending bill, the chairman is willing the Senate shall recede.
This provides for a small pension of $12 a month, which was
allowed by the other House, to Baxter Hogan, but I have sub-
mitted to the chairman of the committee affidavits from six
reputable men covering the point in doubt in the case, and he
has agreed that the amendment may be rejected. I ask that
the committee amendment rejecting the pension to Baxter Hogan
be disagreed to.

Mr. KING. I should like to inquire of the Senator from
Georgia if the ground of striking out the pension by the com-
mittee was a bigamous marriage? :

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; it was n doubt as to whether
the injury did not antedate the pensioner’s entering the service,
and I have produced affidavits from a half dozen reputable men,
including one physician, showing that the injuries did antedate
the service of the pensioner and did not occur after his service.

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to say that the additional evidence
furnished by the Senator from Georgia since the report was
made would have made a difference in the report of the Com-
mittee on Pensions relative to this case.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend-
ment of the committee.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
page 10, after line 4, to strike out:

The name of Clem 8. Kirkham, late of Troop L, Fourth Regiment
'[Inlttt;ll States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The amendment was agreed to.

!tt‘lle next amendment was, on page 10, after flne 10, to strike
out:

The name of Howard M. Blankenship, late of Company M, Fourth
ﬁleglgfgtoglgiged pgt;}::t{oiunteer ln_runtry, and pay him a pension at

The amendment was agreed to.
ou’{he next amendment was, on page 10, after line 16, to strike

The name of James J. Shortell,
neEiment New York Infantry,
$12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 22, before the
words “per month,” to strike out * $17 " and insert “ $24." s0
as to make the clause read:

The name of Frank M. Cottrell, late of Company F, Forty-ninth
R th b How oF Thet Bo 1 MoEh L mutn, & pentlon at the raie of $24: per

The amendment was agreed to.
ou’fhe next amendment was, on page 10, after line 23, to strike

The name of William B. Hendricks, late of Com
ment United States Volunteer Engineers, and pay
rate of $17 per month.

The next amendment was, on page 11, beginning in line 1, to
strike out:

The name of John E. Schilling, late of Company A, Becond Regiment
g:::hﬂrglnla Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per

The name of Miller Kinecaid,'late of One hundred and fourteenth Com-
pany United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rualo
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 9, to strike out:

The name of Fred. Jahrries, late of Company Thirty-third Regi-
ment, United States Vo!unteer’lnfantry. anﬂay %ﬂm a p?nuion at the

rate of $24 per month.

The name of George E. Lovin, late of Company F, One hundred and
sixty-first Regiment Indiana Infantr,\r. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Daniel B. Reddicks, late of Compan E’f Thirty-sixth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry. War witﬁ Bpain. and pay
hlminl pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, beginning in line 1, to
strike out:

The name of Willlam Mendenhall, late of Company E, Thirty-fifth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pzy glm a pt'n!u{)n f;t
SRS Mamss of Tonts o Hiskevs Iite ot

name o u W ckey, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Newth!'ork Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of Slf{ per
month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 7, before the word
“ mother,” to insert “ dependent,” g0 as to make the clause read :

The name of Georgeanna C, Plerson, dependent mother of William
D. Pierson, late of the Ho:;pital Corps, United States Army, and pay
her a mus]un at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 13, to strike
out :

The name of Gilbert E. Donnells, late of Company L, Fourth Regi-
ment Illinoig Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17
per month.

The name of Willard Kolp, late of Company C, Eighth Regiment Ohio
Infantry, and paghjm a pension at the rate of $1 r month,

The name of Nathaniel Singletary, late second lieutenant of Com-
pany G, Twenty-third Regiment Kansas Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay him a pension at the rate of §17 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 25, after the words
* Second Regiment,” to strike out *(reorganized),” and, in the
same line, after the words * Ohio Volunteers,” to strike out
“(Mexican War)” and insert *“ War with Mexico,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Daniel Gonder, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Ohic Volunteers, War with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 3, to strike out :

The name of John H. Alford, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to strike out :

The name of Jean N. Roach, widow of Ernest 8. Roach, late first
lieutenant of Company A, First heg‘lment Oklahoma Volunteer Infantry,
National Guard, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 r mont
and $2 per month for the soldier's minor children until they reach
16 years of age.

The amendment was agreed to.

late of Company F, Beventy-first
and pay him a pension at the rate of

ny I, Third Regi-
m a pension at the
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The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 18, to strike
out:

The* name of William J. Linn, late of Company M, Third Regiment
Georgia Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain; Compan H, Eo -fifth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and th
Batteries, United States Field Artillery, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 7, after the words

“ per month,” to strike out “ with $2 per munth for each of the
minor children of Charles N. Miller ” and insert “and $2 per
month additional on account of each of the minor children of
said Charles N. Miller until they reach the age of 16 years,” so
as to make the clause read:

The name of Mamie K. Miller, widow of Charles N, Miller, late of
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per
month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of the minor

children of said Charles N. Miller until they reach the age of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Cosam J. Bartlett, Jate major, First Louisiana Infantry,
War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of 325 ’Ber month,

The name of Mary Kirk, formerly widow of James A late
of Capt. Hudspeth's Company C, California Batuuion with
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Cle.son Una]erwood ate of Company K, First
Montana Infant him a pension at the rate of $12

The name of umes 14. Touseholder, la.te of Company G,
ment United States Infantry, and pay hinr a pension at the rate of §12
per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 2, before the word
% ¢hild,” to strike out * deformed” and inserft “helpless and
dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Annie Kelly, helpless and dependent child of Thomas
Kelly, late of Company ¥, Becond Regiment fo Infamtry, War with
Mexfco, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 4, to strike
out:

The name of George W. Willets, late of Troop E, First Regiment
Ohio Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 10, after the words
¢ Mounted Volunteers,” to insert * Indian wars,” so as to nrmake
the clause read:

The name of Sarah M, Gibbins, widow of Willlam A, Gibbins, late
member of Capt. John H. Settle’s Company D, First Regiment Oregon
Mounted Volunteers, Indian wars, and hér a pension at the rate
of $20 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of George 8. Jenkins, late of Company
sns Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate ot
Ueu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, to strike out from line
1 to line 3, inclusive, as follows:

The name of Starling N. Caron, late of Company Third Regiment
Ohio Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

ELLEN M. WILLEY.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President——

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield to the Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. I do not know
whether or not a similar House bill has come over.

There being no objection, the Senate as in Committee of the
Whole proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2707) for the relief
of Ellen M. Willey, widow of Owen 8. Willey. It provides:

That in the administration of the pension laws the late Owen §S.
Willey, who served in the United States Navy from July 11, 1860, to
April 16, 1863, as an acting master’s mate, shall hereafter be held
and considered to have been discha honorably from the naval
gervice of the United States as an acting master's mate on April 16,
1863 ; but no pay, bounty, pension, or other emolument shall accrue
prior to the passage of this act.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

Regiment
er month,
h Regi-

Nineteenth Kan-
30 per month in

NSIONS AND INCREASE OF PERSIONS.

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Semate proceed to the
consideration of the bill (H. R, 9281) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to eertain soldiers and sailors of the
Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of
wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such sol-
diers and sailors, which had been reported from the Committes
on Pensions with amendments.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the formal
reading of the bill will be dispensed with, and the bill will be
considered for amendment, the committee amendments to be
first considered.

Mr. McCUMBER.
the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated.

The Reapine CrLErk. On page 1, after line 9, it is proposed to
strike out:

The name of David 8. Williams, late of Troop M, Sixth Regiment
United States Cavalry, War with Spa.ln, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 2, to strike out:

The name of Jason Adkins, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, eg'nlar Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $17 per month

The name of Joseph McClure, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment
Kentucky Infantry, R’ar with Spain, and pay %‘m a pension at the rate
of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 7, to strike
ont

I move the amendments which I send to

name of John F. Campbell, late of Battery E, First Regiment
'Unlted States Artillery, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, en page 2, after line 11, to strike
out:

The name of Jesse A. R. Forbes, late of Com
Wlsconsin Infantry, War with Spain, and pay

$17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 18, to strike
out:

The name of Patrick H., Madigan, late of l‘.‘ommy K, Two hundred
and third Regiment New York In » War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month,

The name of Frank Shaw, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment
Unite” States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 4, after the word
“ additional,” to strike- out * for soldier’s minor child until he
shall have reached the age of 16 years” and insert “on ac-
count of the minor child of said Orval Hunsaker until he
reaches the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Pearl A. Hunsnker widow of the late Orval Hunsaker,
Com y C, Fourth United State Artillery, Regular Establishment, and

er a pension at the rate of 312 c{:»el- month, and $2 per month ‘addi-
tional on account of the minor child of said Orval Hunsaker until he
reaches the age of 16 years.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Otto M. Payton, late of Company M, Twenty-first
ment Kansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pensien at e
rate of §12 per mon

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 19, after the words
“per month,” to strike out *each for soldier’s minor children
until they shall have reached the age of 16 years” and insert
“additional on account of each of the minor children of said
James A. Powers until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of MugeA Powers, widow of James A. Powers, late of
Company H, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and §2 per month
additional on aecount of ench of the miner children of said James A.
Powers until they reach the sge of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 23, to strike
out:

ga.ny L, Second Regiment
im a pension at the rate

’.t‘ha n.nme of :fohn McGinle . late of Company M, One hundred and
sixtieth Infantry Spain, and pay him a
pension at mtu ar $17 per mnth

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to strike ouf:
The name of Martha H. Waldsmith, widow of William A, Wald-
smith, late of Twent -first Company, United States Coast Artillery
Corp: Establﬂhment. and pay her a pension at the rate of

s, Regular
month, and $2 month additional for each of soldier’s minor
sumloh'wgml the age of 16 years,
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The name of George W. Turner, late of Company L, First Reﬁiment
North Caroling Infantry, War with Spaln, and pay &im a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Oblisk, late of Compa,nf A, Thirty-eighth
Regiment United States Volunteer lnrmm{, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Mary J. Pack, widow of Thomas J. Pack, late of Com-
pany F, Third Régiment Tennessee Volunteers, War with Mexico, and
pay her a pension et the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that-she is
now recelving,

The name of David M. Allen, late of ComPany C, Ninth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month.

The name of Chester E. Green, late of Company M, First Regiment
Nebraska Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month. -

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 23, before the words
“ per month,” to strike out *$17” and insert “§12," so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Chester E. Green, late of Company M, First Regiment
Nebraska Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 23, to strike
out:

United States Arullcr{. War with Spain, and pay
rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 4, to strike
out: .
The name of Bernard M. Stanton, late of the United States Navy,
YWar with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. ¥ .

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 7, to strike out:

The name of Ethel A. Kane, widow of William M. Kane, late of the
United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $12 per month; also $2 per month additional for sailor's
minor child until she shall have reached the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to. s

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 12, to strike
out:

The name of Fanny Weill, widow of Julius Weill, late of Battery M,
Fifth Regiment United States Artillery, War with Bpain, and pay her

a pension at the rate of $12 per mon and $2 per month additional
forpe each of soldier's minor dren until they shall have reached the

age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 18, to strike

out:

The name of Orville G. Willett, late of Company G, First United
States Infantry, Reg&lnr Establishment, and pay him a pension at the

te of $50 per month,
mee t?amepeof Horace G. Pope, late of Trooi: D, Second Regiment
United States Volunteer Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 6, to strike out:

The name of Annie M. Wood, widow of Sampson W. Wood, late of
Company C, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, War with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §25 per month in lieu of that she
{s now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to. >

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 8, to strike out:

The name of Clande II. Dean, late of (lonup‘n’unil I, Forty-ninth Reﬁl-
ment Iowa Infnntryih“'ar with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The nflmepof John Coﬂ!e{. late of the United States Navy, War with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Edward 8. Coffin, late of Company C, One hundred and
fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana Infantry, War wit Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 18, to strike
. out: ; -

The name of Irving Wohl, late of Fifth Company, United States Coast
Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Brother Buis, late of Company I, Forty-fourth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay h
a pen;ilon at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of Sarah E. Kiplinger, widow of John Kiplinger, late of
Company D, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, Indian war, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. ,

The next amendment was, on the same page, after line 10, to
strike out:

The name of Louis B. Smith, late of Company B, Forty-fifth Regl-

ment United States Volunteer Infantr{. War with Spain, and pay
a pension at the rate of $17 per month, i

.

The name of Philip E. Hartman, late of Companies A and K, Tenth
Regiment United Btalt?es Infantry, {Vnr with Spn‘iln. and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Susan J. Pureell, widow of John J. Pureell, late of
Company F, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2
per month additional, on account of each of soldier’s minor children
until they shall have reached the age of 16 years,

The name of Charles T. Durand, late of Company H, Third Regiment
United States Cavalry, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate
ofT 20 per 11'11'.;1:3]::':a

e name o rles I’: Michener, late of Battery F, First Regiment
United States Field Artillery, Regular Estahlishment,’und pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of James W. Duty, late of Compuniib. First Regiment

‘West Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $§30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Isaas N. Troutman, late of Company F, First Regiment
Idaho: Infantry, ande Hospital Corps, United States }\rmy. War with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

%gti;es n\@:{ﬁ c;f Eirger ]‘nga{‘.r late I‘::rh Té'on B, Third Regiment United
t nteer Cavalry, ar w ain, and him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month, Sl w bt

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 22, to strike
out:

The name of George C. Iazeltine, late of Company K, Second Regi-

| ment Texas Infantry, W i
The name of Eddie E. Sterrett, late of Batter{‘ H, Flrsts sﬁg;i:n:‘x:; ! v nfantry, War with Spain, and pay mm a pension at the
im a pen |

rate of £24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 6, to strike
out:

The name of Pleasant . Cooper, late of Company D, Eleventh Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Estnblisgmem. and pay bhim a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. .

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 6, after the word
“ Infantry,” to insert “ Regular Establishment,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Lloyd Shaver, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment
United Btates Infantry, and Company B, Sixteenth Regiment t‘nited
Btates Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 8, to strike
out:

The name of Michael Mulvey, late of Company E, Forty-first Regiment
United States Volunteer Infanl'ry. and Comp%ny A.'Firstyneg!me;’éiWest
Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on the same page, after line 21, to
strike out:

The name of Charles Brubaker, late of the band, and Company M,
Third Regiment Georgia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 11, to strike out:

The name of John A. Kennl;poh]. late of Company K, First Regiment
Missouri Infantry, War with Spain, and-pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of James F. Mitchell, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of MHoward H. Long, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment
Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$17 per month.

The name of John W. Paulus, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Simon P. Kieffer, late of Company B, Twenty-eighth
Regiment United Stutes Volunteer Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay
hh;lnhpen.aiun at the rate of $12 per month in lien of that he is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 21, before the
words ‘per month,” to strike out “$24” and insert * $12,” so
as to make the clause read:

The name of Simon P. Kieffer, late of Company B, Twenty-eighth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
himinl pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 12, to strike out:

The name of Charley Douthitt, late of Company H, One hundred and
fifty-ninth Indiana Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month in licu of that he is now receiving.
- The name of Schuyler C. Pool, late of Company K, One hundred and
fifty-eighth R ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and
pay Hm a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving. :

The ngame of Casey A. Cox, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment Ken-
tucky Infantrg, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month,
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The name of James L. Doris, late of Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infnntr{, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Frank A. Morton, late of Company H, Forty-ninth Regi-
ment Iowa Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month,

The name of Anson B. Countryman, late of Company F, First Rcﬁl-
ment Idaho Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §17 per month, .

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 25, before the
words “ per month,” to strike out “ §30 " and insert * $40,” so as
to make the clause read:

The name of Robert 8. Parker, late second lieutenant of Company K,
Twentieth Regiment Kansas Infantry, War with Spain, and private,
t‘omPnny H, Forty-fourth Iowa Infantry, Civil War, and pay him a
pension at the rateé of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 8, to sfrike
out :

The name of Eugene E. Clark, late of Company L, First Regiment
Montana Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month,

The name of Harry Noel, late of Troop B, Tenth Regiment United
States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The name of Thomas I, Ivers, late of Company B, Sixty-ninth Regi-
ment New York lnfantr{i, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert A. Carnegie, late of Company F, Third Regiment
Wisconsin Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. .
The next amendment was, at the top of page 14, to strike out:
The name of Eugene Johnson, late of Company L, Twenty-fifth Regi-

ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
The néxt amendment was, on page 14, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of James W, Mitehell, late of the United States Volunteer
Signal Corps, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£24 per month.

The name of August J. Griesbach, late of Company I, Forty-fifth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 11, before the word
“mother,” to insert *“dependent,” so as to make the clause
read:

The name of Mary 8. Lan%ton, dependent mother of Omar Langston,
late of Company E, Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, Regular
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on the same page, after line 18, to
strike out:

The name of Thomas L. Feyen, late of Company A, Forty-ninth Regl-
ment Towa Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Otto O. Yaap, late of the United States Marine Corps,
War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. .

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 15, to strike out:

The name of Thomas I. O'Shea, Ilate of Company L, Forty-seventh
Regiment New York Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at Phe rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Martin Tepper, late of Company L, Thirty-sixth i-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
# pension at the rate of §17 per month.

The name of Robert Noble, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The name of James Prosek, late of Company C, First Regiment United
:Igtm quuutt?'. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of

i per month.

The name of George H. Haverkate, late of Company C, Thirty-fourth
Regiment Michigan Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at _the rate of §17 per month.

The name of Samuel M. Deets, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment
Missourl Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of George H. Bruckner, late of Troop I, Second United
States Ca\-a!rg. and Company B, Seventh Regiment United States Infan-
try, t}:’al’ with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 16, to strike out:

The name of Michael Long, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Ten-
nessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$17 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on the same page, after line 16, to
strike out:

The name of Nathaniel J. Stonecipher, late of Company C, Fourth
Regiment Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month, .

The amendment was agreed to.

LIX—-536

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 20, after the words
“name of,” to strike out * Eugenie” and insert * Eugenia™;
and in line 22, after the word “Army,” to strike out * Regular
Establishment ” and insert * War with Spain,” so as to make

the clause read:

The name of Eugenia Schottmueller, dependent mother of Gilbert L.
Schottmueller, late of the Hospital Corps, United Btates Army, War
with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to. Y

The next amendment was, on the same page, after line 24, to
strike out:

The name of Maria Lounise Richardson, widow of Robert Richardson,
late of Troop I (Marshall's), First Kentucky Cavalry, War with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 1, after the word
“ Cavalry,” to strike out “ Mexican War ” and insert “* War with
Mexico ”; and, in line 2, after the words “ rate of,” to strike out
* %30 and ingert * $25,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Maria Louise Richardson, widow of Robert Richardson,
late of Troop I (Marshall's), First Kentucky Cavalry, War with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 3, to strike
out: -

The name of Katherine G. Manning, widow of Michael Manning, late
of the United States Navy, War with Spain, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $12 per month, and $2 E" month additional for each of
sailor’s minor children until they shall have reached the age of 16
Years. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 8, to strike
out:

The name of Charles M. Fink, late of Company C, Eighth United
States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay hfm a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of John T. Tingley, late of Company K, First Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month,

The name of Floyd B. Daugherty, late of the band, First Regiment
District of Columbia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of David U. Denind, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on the same page, after line 23, to
strike out:

The name of Edward Hinman, late of Company A, Twenty-third Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Tndian ‘War, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of William E. Warren, late of the United States Navy,
Reglﬁ:lr Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per
maonth,

The name of William A. Waggoner, late of Comgan{ I, Bixth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer 1nf:mtr{, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 10, before the word
“mother,” to insert “ dependent,” and in line 13, before the words
“per month ™ to strike out “$12” and insert “ $17,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Mary R, Adair, dependent mother of Henry H. Adair,
late first lientenant, Tenth Regiment United Btates Cavalry, Regular
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 16, to strike
out: >

The name of George W. Malin, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 24, after the word
“additional,” to strike out ** for soldier’s minor child until she
shall have reached the age of 16 years " and insert * on account
of the minor child of said Edgar J. Simson until she reaches the
age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Stella A. Simson, widow of Edgar J. Simson, late of
Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment United States Infantry, Regular
Esta l!sfzmont. and pas her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,
and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child of «aid
Edgar J. Simson until she reaches the age of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 19, line 2, before the word
* mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Phebe Spencer, now Schonhoff, dependent mother of
Lawrence L. Bpencer, Iate of Company B, Thirty-third Regiment United
States Volunteer Intantrﬂ, War with Spain, and pay her a pension at
the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 5, to strike
out:

The name of John Moloney, late of Comy Seventeenth Regiment
United States Infantry, B.eey lar Eatahllnh‘ﬁ?gt,x'and pay him a pension
at the rate of §17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 9, to strike
out:

h f John T. Grl father of Jones A. Griggs, late of Com-
mlll‘yel.n al.rme . Re t Gegxg'gi& In » National (f:f:rd. border de-
‘ense, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 13, to strike
out:

The name of Simeon D. Morrison, late of Commy H, SBeventh Re
ment Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay a pension at the
rate of §12 per month. i

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 16, to strike
out:

The name of Sarah J. Holley, widow of Charles W. Holley, late of
ny, United States Coast Artille M

Tenth Com , and Company M, First
Regiment United States Artillery, War wi Spain, and :gaf her a
pension at the rate of $12 tional for

month, and $2 c&er month ad
the a]ge of 16 years.

ies D and M, Fourth

Spain, and pay him a pension

each of soldier's minor children until they rea

The name of James F. Romines, late o
Regiment essee Infantry, War with
at the rate of §12 per mon

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 20, to strike out:

The name of Jesse W. Beam, late of Company ué&acond Regiment
New Jersey Infantry, and Hospital Corps, UniSed
with Spain, and pay him a on at the rate of §12 per month.

The name of rry Patterson, late of Battery H, Third Reglment
United States Artillery, and Thirtieth Company, United States Coast
Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17
per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next anmfendment was, on page 20, line 12, before the
words * per month,” to strike out “§25" and insert “ $20," so
as to make the clause read: :

The name of Jane C. A, Porter, widow of Hugh Porter, late of Capt.
Maddox's company, ont’s California Volunteers, Mexican War,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to strike
out:

The name of James I. Sloan, late of Troop G, Third United States
Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 16, before the
word “ mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause
read:

The name of June MaeM. Ordway, dependent mother of Eliot W, Ord-
way, late of Company H, Second ment Oregon Infantry, War with
Bpain, and pay her a )fen.siun at the rate of $20 per month in llen of

t she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of John H. Page, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment I1li-
nois Infantry, War with Spd.n. and pay ﬁmxu pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 22, to strike
out: ;

The name of Kate B, Horan, widow eof Jeremiah J. Horan, late of
Troop F, 8ixth Regiment United States Cavalry, Regular Establish-
ment, and pay her a sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to strike
out: :

The name of Leroy F. Moore, late of Company H, First Regiment
Arkansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate

of $12 per month.

The name of Isaac M. Conley, late of Company Twelfth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay a pension at the
rate of §12 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of James T. Brown, late of K, Seventh Regiment
TUnited States Ca’ » War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. .

The amendment was agreed to,

'.;I?he next amendment was, on page 21, after line 21, to strike
out:

The name of Lillie P, Hinman, late a nurse in the War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to, :

The next amendment was, at the top of page 22, to strike out:

The name of Adam H. Haughn, late df Company H, First Battalion
Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, War with 8 and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 month in Hen of t he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph W, Nolen, late of Companzhl;!, Fourth Regiment
Eentucky Infantry, War with épnin. and pay a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The name of Daniel J. Bresnahan, Iate of Company B, Fourth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay h
a pension at the rate of $17 ]g:: month.

e name of Edward J. vis, late of Company M, Twenty-sixth

United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spufn, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.
'.fhe next amendment was, on page 22, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Alice F, Travis, widow of Charles T. Travis, late of
United States Navy, War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional for each of sol-
dier's minor children until they shall have reached the age of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.
'{he next amendment was, on page 22, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of Anna O'Brien, widow of Frank A. O'Brien, late of the
United States Navy, War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to. :
'{he next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to strike
out:

et ok R . Conl e nasgeed and o Co
n giment Un es In y War w ., and pa
himia pension at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is l?ov{

receiving.

The name of Christine E. Geiger, widow of Austin Gelger, late of
the Fortieth and Eighrz-ﬂtth Coc}lgpnnles. United States Coast A
Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $1
per month, and $2 per month additional for the soldier's minor child
g she sl Basetlo v, o

'"he name o ray, late o om, Sixth ent
United States Infantry, War with Spain, sn%upgynﬁ.lm a pension at
the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 23, after liné 18, to strike
out:

The name of Annie E. Arnold, mother of Robert Ed Arnold, late
of the United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rat2 of £20 per month in lieu of that she is new receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
’:t[‘he next amendment was, on page 23, after line 22, to strike
out:

The name of Edward 1. Henton, late of Company I, Seventeenth B‘evg'l-
ment, and Com‘fany E, Second Regiment, United States Infantry, War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of rles W. Lanham, late of Hospital Corps, United
gggtfgoAgny, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rafe of $17

nin.

The name of John J. Mitchell, late of Company H, Third Regiment
Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$17 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of 1 C. Dunham, late of Compan
ment Pennsylvania Infantry, War with Spain, an
at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Andrew Kravets, late of
United States Volunteer

ned and of Company E,

I, Sixteenth Regi-
pay him a pension

Co ¥y C, Eleyenth Regiment
avalry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pen-
eion at the rate of $§24 month in len of that he is now reeeiving.

The name of Robert H. Roberts, late of Company L, Forty-fourth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Daniel B. Yeaple, Jate of Company A, Eighth Regiment
Pennsylvania Infsntr{. ‘War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Pierre L. Carmouche, late first lieutenant Company L,
Ninth Regiment United States Infantrg. War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

The name of John B. Peters, late of Company K, First Tenneasee In-
fnntg. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per

mon

The pame of Emma 8. . Norton, widow of Lewis A. Norton, late first
lleutenant Company I, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, Mexiean
War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of
that she is now recelving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 235, after line 10, to strike
out :

The name of Tebitha B. Cuommin widow of ¥Frederick Cummings,
late of Troop C, Second Reglment United States Cavalry, Regular Estab-
lishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Willlam D, Craft, late of Company G, First Regiment
New York Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of Thomas J. Reynolds, late of Troop D, First Regiment
Ohio Cavalry, War with Sﬁiu. and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 21, to strike
out:

The name of John H. llenry, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Minnesota Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month, .

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 24, to strike
out:

The name of Mary Michel, widow of John N, Michel, late a private
Company A, Twelfth United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
her a pension at the rate of tllz per month and $2 per month additional
for soldier’s minor child until she reaches the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 11, after the word
“ additional,” to strike out * for each of soldier’s minor children
until they reach the age of 16 years” and insert “ on account of
each of the minor children of said John Fisher until they reach
the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Rowena Iisher, widow of John Fisher, late of Company
A, Bixth Hegiment United Btates Infantry, War with ﬂpain, and pay her
u pension at the rate of $12 per month and $2 per month additional on
account of each of the minor children of said John Fisher until they
reach the age of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 15, to strike
ont: !

The name of Charles W. Streeter, late corporal of Company F, Thirty-
second Michigan Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Joseph Flewelling, late of Company 1, Thirty-seventh
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
hlmia pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of t he is now
receiving, .

The tfame of Willlam Seybold, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of Walter E. Harris, late of United States Navy, War with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of
that he is now reeeiving,

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 5, to strike
out:

The name of Anna M. Neill, widow of Jesse A, Nelll, late of Com ¥y
E, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $12 ger month, and $2 per month additional
for each of soldier’s minor children until they shall have reached the
age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 14, after the words
“Artillery Corps,” to insert “ Regular Establishment,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Adolf 8. SBzydlowskl, late of Twenty-seventh Company,
United Btates Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Frances T. Denton, widow of George W. Denton, late of
Company F, Fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, Mexican
War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 22, after the word
“ Infantry,” to strike out * old war,” so as to make the clause
read :

The name of Mary Conter, widow of John Conter, late of Company I,
Tenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 2, before the words
“ per month,” to strike out “ $24” and insert * $17,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Willlam O'Bryan, late of ComFany B, Twenty-ninth
Hegiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The amendnrent was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 5, to strike
out:

The name of Elizabeth C. Bell, widow of the late George H. Bell,

uartermaster sergeant, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
ar with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Simon I'. Parrish, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him @& pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of Daniel P. Myers. late of Company 1, First Regiment
District of Columbia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month In liea of that he 18 now receiving,

The name of Noel M. Pursley, late of Company F, Second Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam Edwaras, late of Battery C. Sixth Regiment
United States Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 29, to strike out:

The name of Elizabeth A. Shull, widow of A. P. Shull, late second
lieutenant Capt. Willilam Byrnes's company, First Brigade, Sixth Divi-
slon California Militia, Indian War, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $20 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 5, to strike
out: :

The name of John F. Mulhall, late of the United States Navy, War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Lester D, Parkton, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regl-
Fr;ntwana Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment, United States Infan-

»

ar with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per
month,

The name of William C. Shaffer, late of Company H, Forty-first Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantri;, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

he name of Michael W. Hurley, late of the United States Navy, War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of ;12 per month.

The name of Benjamin F., Lamkin, late of Troop C, Third United
;!lt?tea Ca;alg, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of

per month,

The name of Fritz Hintermeier, late of Company D, Twentieth Regi-
ment United States Inrantr{, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of Bridget Reynolds, widow of James C. Reynolds, who
served in Company F, Thirt{i fth Regiment Michigan Infantry, and
in Company H, Forty-second eilment United States Volunteer Infan-
try, War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per
month ; also $2 per month for each of the soldier’s minor children until
th? shall have reached the age of 16 years.

he name of Donald E. Leslle, late of Company K, Sixteenth Pennsyl-
vania Infantrg. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of Peter W. Weber, late of Company A, Third Regiment
Ohio Volunteers, Mexican War, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 31, to strike out:

The name of Jefferson C, Bmith, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regi-
ment United Btates Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Walter 1. Jewell, late of Troop B, Thirteenth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Regular ’Estab]tshment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 20, to strike
out: -

The name of Edward J. Oeding, late of Battery G, Sixth Reégiment
United States Artillery, and Thirteenth Battery United States Field
Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17

per month.
The name of Robert S. Peterson, late of Company B, One hundred
Spain, and pay

and sixtieth Regiment Indiana Infantry, War wit
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. r

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time. i

The bill was read the third time apd passed.

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill 10515.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10515) grant-
ing pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and
sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and
sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such
soldiers and sailors, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Pensions with amendments.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent that the formal
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that it be read for
amendment, the amendments of the committee to be first con-
sidered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KenNyox in the chair).
Without objection, it will be so ordered.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 offer the amendments which I send to
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be stated.

The first amendment of the Commiitee on Pensions was, on
page 1, after line 5, to strike out:

The name of James W. Hendrickson, late of Company K, Ninth Regi-

ment Illinois lnfanlri, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.
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The name of Charles E.
Btates Volunteer Caval
the rate of $17 géer mon

The name ot flliam H. Brooks, late of Com
Massachusetts Inrantry. War with Spaln, an
the rate of $12

The name of

. War with ain, an m him a pension at
' in lien of that he is now rece

y G, Eishth Re,
pay him a

onth
&El W, Murphy, late of Company H, Eighth Regi-

ent
on at

ment Maasachuseﬂs Inmntg‘ War with Spain, and pay him a pension |

at the rate of $17 mon
The name of Peter Black, late of the United States Navy, War with
Mexico, and pay him a on at the rate of $40 per month in lieu

of that he is now recel %

The name of ilson, widow of Frederick Wilson, late of
Troop B, Bixth Rexlmt United’ Btates Cavalry, Indian war, and pay
her a pensiun at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Willlam H, Mﬂ]er. mte of Com
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of hiUp Owen, late first lieutenant, Compan I.é One
hundred and fifty-el Regiment Indiana lntantry. War
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 month,

'I‘he name of Walter C. Tharp, late of Company I, One hundred and
gixty-first Regiment Indiana Inﬁmtry War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 3, before the word
“mother,” to insert “dependent”; and, in line 5, after the
words “ National Guard,” to insert “ border defense,” so as to
make the clause read:

Th f Mary A. Joh ndent mother of Hilding C. John-
som, Jate of Compaty K, Becond Begiment Minnosots Iafan fantry; National
Gna;g., border defense, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per
mon

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 10, to strike ount:

The name of Peter I, Van Auken, late of Battery B, Sixth R t
United States Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a on at

the rate + ﬂ"; ?Ieompr e g Bi late of B tmrg A, First Regiment
o VADNR, Ia a
im a pension at the

I!!inui.s Lilfht Artillm War with Sfa.ln, and pn
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is
'.l‘hc» name of Mrs. Eliza L. Ellis, daushter o! W’Illla.m West, late o!
tailn M. Huntington's company, North Carolina Militia, War of
f2 and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per month,

The name of William B. Bt late of Company E, First Regiment
Arkansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month, i

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 4, to strike
'I‘wenty -second

ouf:
Co ¥
an;gan -4 him a pension at

The name of Fred F. Bennett, late of
ent Kansas Infnnt‘ry. War with Spain,
A. Becond Bexl.m :] and

the rate of $12 mon
Sonn B late of

The name of
Troop- D, Eighth nited States

ment, and pay him a
The name of Peter
ment United States Infantry, Wnr
at the rate of $§12 per month.
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 19, after the word
* Henry,” to strike out “ Parrish ” and insert “ Parish,” so as to
make the clause read:
e Tt i ‘4o
ﬂ% per monutI!LJ lnmieu of that he is no;::,
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 1, before the words
“ per month,” to strike out ** $30"
make the clause read:

t. William Cason's company,
a pension at the rate of

The name of Nancy A. Meredith, widow of Frederick Me late
of Ca Hall's . com Third ment Illinois Mounted Volun-
teers, fndlan Waur, an yay har a at the rate of $20 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 2, to strike
out:
ﬁ&mﬂtmﬂwm Wu.m t, and pay himn.penﬂon
atthamteotwimmon&m“nenotthatheismreeei ing.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5,
out:

The name of Helen Cecilia Schaarman, mother of Frank L.
man, alias Trank L. Bherman, late of the United States Navy,
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of §20 per mon

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 17, after the word
“ Infantry,” to insert *border defense,” and in line 19, after
the words “ account of,” to strike out * soldier’s minor child
until he shall have reached the age of 16 years ” and insert * the
minor child of said George Merz until he reaches the age of 16
years,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Marie Merz, widow of George Merz, late of Company I,
Beventy-first Regiment New York National Guard b » border de-
fense, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 per

after line 6, to strike

Schanar-

R
month additional on account of the minor child of said
until he reaches the age of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.

Klngnleykplata of ﬂ'.‘roop E, First United |

jes C and K, Si:th.

and insert “ §$20,” so as to

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 21, to strike

| out:

The name of John D. Andrews, late of Com

and sixtieth Regiment Indian Infantr
a pension at the rate of $12 per muntg
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, at the top of page 6, to strike out:
The name of William ¥. W. Gordon, late of Company G, Sixty-ninth.
Regiment New York Infantry, War with Spain, and {m
atthemtaofsupermontr{ ¥ P MO0 BAT, I 4 paaaidn
The amendment was agreed to.
'::he next amendment was, on page 6, nm_-r line 3, to strike
ou
cﬂﬁhe mn;{e oél lfei L. Be.ntag. I?i?ted g{ Mif B@.-wl:«u"a“‘r late]ot
¥ = xteen Bﬁ'l.men n ates Infantry, ar with
Hexﬁ:‘n‘.‘ and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,
The amendment was agreed to.
f The next amendment was, on page 6, line 8, before the word
“ mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause read :

The name of M Nelson, dependent th f H -
son, late of the United States Navy, War wlf‘l‘:oﬂg 5 enr{yn.hguln
pension atthemtaofszomrmunthlul!en ofthntu.lfs

The amendment was agreed to.

;l‘rhhenex:tammdmentwaa. at the top of page 7, to strike out:

e name of George J. Cox. Inte of Company G, Thirty-first R
Michigan Infantry, %g' Spain, a pgy him a ypcnr:}.oneiitmetgg
rate of $§12 per month

The amendment was agreed to.

i'Thlze nex-tnmendment:was. on page 7, after line 7, to strike ont:

name o Smith, late of Company E, Twenty-elghth
Unlted states Inrnn War with Spain, and h!
rate of §24 per mo tn lieu o th‘:.% he is n%? raclgia prgle or e

The name of Alfred M. Graham, late of Company i'lhslrd R t
Virginia Infantry, War with Spaln. and pay him a pensinn at thneﬂ?eez!

$12 per month.
The name of Mala' J. Bear?j widow of John D, Beard, late of Com-

One bundred
War wit Spain. and pay him

pany D, Thirtie nited States Infantry, Indian war, and
pay her a Pena!un at the rate of $20 per month in fieu of that she is
now receiv

ng.
The name of David J, Hi
Ohio Intl.ntry War with Bp
$12 per month

The amendment was agreed to.

!t[She next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to strike
out:

The nnme of Jamen C Claxton late of tI:ﬂl:ndnpan;rhli.(ﬁ.l Fourth Regl-

an
m Tate of BT o of 17 &ﬁ ot - Pawah ac
Heavy Artll.lery. War wi

lateo!(‘.‘ompnnyc Beventh Regimen
" and pay him a pensdon at the rate nt

el.!ntaofBattenB First Regiment Maine
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate

of $24 per month.
he name of Stephen Harder. late of Compm'l_{ D, Two hundred and
second Regiment New York Infantry, War wi and pay him

a pension at the rate of 82 per month in lieu of that he
receiving.,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Robert E. McCormfd:. late of Company E, Fourth Regl-
nmn Wlsconnln Infantry, and Battery D, Fourth Regiment United

a'y, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate

o!.' E 2 per mo
o Isabel Bertrand, widow of Joseph Bertrand, n.llas
lhxn late of Co ny C, Tenth Regiment United Sta
Infantry, War with Mexico pay her a pension at the rate of ;su
per month in leu of that aﬁe is now receiving.
The name of Islay T. Pittman, widow of Geo L. Pittman, lata
first lieutenant, Second R t North cumuna. nﬂonai Guard In-
fantr; oli at the rate of

17 yr month and :h’ﬁer month m:l(ﬁn l{mnl for each of soldier's minor
children until they have reached the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 6, before the word

is now

1 * mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

f
The name o 'Mag

Plummer (now mu). depandent mother of Hiram
ml’lummr, late Tw

Company entieth Regiment Kansas Infan-
War with pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in len of t'she is now

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 9, to strike
out:

The name of Walter Sewell, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry. War with Spain, and pay a

pension at the rate of $l2 r m

The name of mﬁg hte of Company H, Eleventh Regiment
United States Inmntry War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The name of tha.nlel J. Bmith, late ot Troop L, Second Regiment
United States Gu Regular Establishment, and pay him a pen~
slon at the rate of Sf;xpermmth in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 22, before the words
“ per month,” to strike out ““$30” and insert “§20,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of John Dagen1 te of Troop B, First United States Cav-
alry, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 2, tfo strike

out:

The name of Everett A. Dibble, late of Company I, Thirty-first Regi-

ment Michigan Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month in lleu of that he i{s now receiving.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 10, to strike
out:
m'.[‘he mn#;t%f é‘lantmel o Bemhllmte unaa&lngned Ugitedtgtagessllnhn-

n, a a m a sion at the rate o

m’:th in lien ofprha.t pn)(;w recei ‘gen e

The mame of Robert Wuks, late of Company B, Third Regiment Ken-
tucky Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$17 per mon "in lien nf that he is now recelving.

The name of Martin K. Wrifht, late of Company I, First Regiment
West Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 21, before the word
“ mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Brldé;et Muleahy, dependent mother of Michael Muleahy,
late of the United States Navy, Regular Establishment, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is mow
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 11, to strike out:

The name of John €. McDowell, late of Troop E, First Regiment
United States Valnnteer Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $1 ?ppr month

The name of Benjamin W. Clark, “late of Company G, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Intantry. War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of ?12 per mnnth in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Harry W, Miller, late capuln of Company C, SBecond
Regiment United Btates Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Charles L. C. Sher late of Troop K, Eighth
ment United Btates Cavalry, Indian war, and pay him a pension at t e
rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 16, before the word
“ mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Laura 5. Gilkey, dependent mother of Charles T. Gilkey,
late of Company L, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Bpain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 20, to strike
out:

The name of Elmer 8. Baker, late of Company L, Second Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the

rate of $12 per month.
The name of Sarah E. Walker, widow of George Walker, late oé'

1, Becond Regiment Kentucky Infantry, War with Aexico
pay Per a2 nsion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that Tahe 1%
now rece

The name of Anton Cazper, late of Company B, Third Regiment Wis-
consin Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 7, before the word
“mother,” to insert “dependent,” and in line 10, before the
. words “ per month,” to strike out * $25 " and insert “ $12,” so as
to make the clause read:

The name of Christina R. Ur&uhnrt, dependent mother of William M.,
Orquhart, late of Compan fourth t Infan-
'try, War with Spain, and pay har a pension at the rate of §12 per
month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 10, to stril:e
out:

The name of Lee Toms, late of Company E, Twenty-third Regiment
Kansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to strike
out:”

The name of Catherine Millington, minor of Frank T. Millington,
late of Troop C, Third United States Cavalry, gular Estnh!lshme.nt.
andcgeg her a pmlon at the rate of $14 per month until she shall have

the age of 16 years., Payment to be made to duly appointed

Mr MCCUMBER. I ask that that committee amendment be
rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was,
on page 12, after line 22, to strike out:

The mame of Albert F. Knight, late of Company H, Third Regil-
ment Nebraska Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him’ a pension at
the rate of $17 per month.

The name of omas H. Coxe late of Company I, Nlmh Re nt
Pennsylvania lnfa.ntry. War with Spain, and pay him at
the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Albert Yoder, Iate of Company @, Fifth Regiment Ais-
souri Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month,

he name of Mary Jane Graham, former widow of Thomas H. Frazier,
late of Company A, Second Regimmt Indiana Volunteers, War with
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of Jacob Hicks, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.

The name of Leroy Dunn, late of Company €, Twenty-third United
States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Roscoe Schutt, late of Troop ¥, Third Unitel States
Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of John J. Rebinson, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infamtry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 17, to strike
out:

The name of Pearl C. Holt, late of Comps.ny D, Bixth Regiment

Missouri Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of John M. Sexton, late of Company I, First Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of Margaret A. Btorie, widow of William C. Storie, late of
Company C, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, Wnr with
Mexico, and pay her a on at the rate of $35 per month in lien
of that she is now rece :g

The name of Charles H. Wiggin, late of Troo dp K, First Regiment
United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Edmund W. Roderick, late of Company H, Third R
ment Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 25, to strike out
“ for each of soldier's minor children until they shall have reached
the age of 16 years " and insert “ on account of each of the minor
children of said George H. Burke until they reach the age of
16 years,” so as to make the clause read:

The na.-e of Mary A. Burke, widow of George H. Burke, late of
Hospital Corps, United States Army, War with Spain, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional on
account of each of the minor children of said George H. Burke until
they reach the age of 16 years,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 3, to strike

out.

name of Sarah Adaline Youngblood, widow of Michael Young-
blood, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Louisiana Volunteers,
Mexican War, and pay her a K:enxion at the rate of $30 per month in

lien of that ghe is now receiv.
The name of M,ar Kinne widarw of Sylvanus H. Kinne, late of
Bond First Regiment Illinoils Volunteers,
pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month
in lien of that she is now receivin %x
'I‘he name of T. Keith, late of Company C, First Regiment
Infantry, with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
ar 17 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.
e name of Mary Furfey, widow of Edward A. F‘urfey, late of Bat-
fmar Beventh Regiment United Btates Artillery, War with Spain,
y her a pension at the rate of $12 month, and $2 per month
addl nn.l for each of soidlcrs minor children unfil they shall have

Tlm na.me lf“ilanw; Duﬂy. ‘late of Company Thirty-elght_h Regiment
TUnited States Volunteer Infantry, War wlth Spain. and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 7, before the word
“mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause
read :

The name of Mary Jane King, dependent mother of Robert L, King,
late of Hospital Corps, United States Army, Regular Establishment, and
pay her a VE"““’“ at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now recef 2 }

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 17, to strike
out:

The name of Lafe Strickland, late of Company D, One hundred and
gixty-first Regiment Indiana Iutanh'y, War with Bpnin. and pay him
a pllmision at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now
receivin

‘Ih; lsame of Willilam E. McGee, late of Company E One hundred

and fift; th Regiment Indiana Infantry, War with
hhnap’;ns n at the rate of $24 per month in lien of tﬂmhe isnow

The name of Fred A. Safford, late of Tr L, Third United States
Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per
month in lieu of thaf he is now receiving,
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The name of George V. M. Sommerhauser, late of Troop M, Fourth
Regiment United States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 13, before the
word “ mother,” to insert “dependent,” so as to make the
clause read:

The name of Maggie Gordon, dependent mother of Allen E. Gordon,
late of Company K, Forty-ninth HRegiment Iowa Infantry, War with
Bpain and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of John A, Shaw, late of Company F, First Regiment Ver-
mont Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of Zadok K. Basden, late of Company I, First North Caro-
;ilu'? lntnntr:.-{h“'ar with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of

per month.

The name of Theodore L. Shaffer, late of Company I, Twentieth Regi-
ment Kansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 4, before the word
“father,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of James H. Hook, dependent father of Edward R. Hook,
late of Company H, Twentieth Regiment Kansas Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Tony K. Wilson, late hospital steward, Twelfth Regi-
ment Minnesota Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that that amendment be rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on
page 19, after line 11, to strike out:

The name of Anna Kendrick, widow of Herbert N. Kendrick, late of
Company G, Twelfth Regiment Minnesota Infantry, War with Bpain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Emma A. Esarey, mother of Clarence 8. Carr, late of
mounted service (white), United States Field Artillery; general serv-
ice, United States Infantry; and Tenth Recruit Company, border de-
fense, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 20, to strike
out: i

The name of Charles I, Meck, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment
I'enuu}-lrsilila Infantr; 1,LWm- with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of T mon

Tbeo n%mepgt Theresa Cloyd, widow of Stephen W. Cloyd, late of
Company C, Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, War with Mexlico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she
is now receivin

The name of g'i‘eddy Sexton, late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regi-
ment United Statcs Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. 7

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Murray R. Marshall, Iate of ComEnn A, Twenty-seventh
Regiment United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now
eceiving.

3 Th‘; rfame of Stanford Holmes, late of Company B, First Regiment
Indiana Cc;lorleg Inmntry.hWar with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate o r month,

'I‘I:-: nnmesot farry L. Vance, late of Compani M, First Regiment
United States Inrnntr{. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 1, before the word
“ mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause
read:

The name of Jemima Grigg, dependent mother of George G. Grigg.
late of Company F, Thirty-third Regiment Michigan Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. 3

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 15, after the word
“ Infantry,” to strike out * Regular Establishment” and insert
“War with Spain,” and, in line 16, after the words “rate of,”
to strike out “ $14 per month until she shall have reached the
age of 16 years” and insert “$12 per month and $2 per month
additional until she reaches the age of 16 years,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Elsie Gardner, minor child of John T. Gardner, late of
Company I8, Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 r month, and $2
per month additional untll she reaches the age of 16 years. Payment
to be made to duly appointed guardian,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 24, to strike
out:

The name of Andrew Il. Wegman, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 4, before the word
“ Captain,” to strike out * who served in” and insert * late of,”
and, in line 6, before the words “per month,” to strike out
“$25 " and insert “ $20,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Martha K. Johnston, widow of Alfred II. Johnston,
late of Captain Derrick’s Company. Georgia Volunteers, Indian war,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, afier line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Mary A, Baldridge, former widow of George W, Berry,
late of Company G, Second Regiment Kentucky Infantry, War with
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 23, before the
word * mother,” to insert *“ dependent,” and in line 26, before
the words * per month,” to strike out *$20 ™ and insert “ $12,” °
s0 as to make the clause read:

The name of Mary C. Herrington, dependent mother of Lem R,
ITerrington, iate of Company H, First iment West Virginia In-
rnm;-]:;. War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per
month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Martha Ann Welch, former widow of Robert A. Welch,
late of the United States Navy, War with Mexico, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $§25 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 21, after the word
* additional,” to strike out ® for each of the sailor's minor
children until they shall have reached the age of 16 years” aml
insert * on account of each of the minor children of said Jammes
Kavanagh until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Grace Kavanagh, wilow of James Kavanagh, late of the
United States Navy, War with Spain, and Pay her a pension at the rate
of §12 per month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of
the minor children of said James Kavanagh until they reach the age
of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 24, to strike out :

The name of Abe Erlich, late of Company I, Third Regiment United
States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of Sarnh R. Fuller, widow of Samuel L. Fuller, late of
Company F, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, Mexican War,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that
sghe is now receiving.

The name_of Emily E. McKee, widow of James A. McKee, late of
Company E, Palmetto Regiment South Carolina Volunteers, War with
Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. DMr. President, I have stated during this session
that no pension bill could be defeated in the Senate. The action
taken upon the numerous pension measures proves the truth of
this statement. It is my purpose to demand full consideration
in the future of all pension bills, particularly service pension
bills, and to prevent by the use of all honorable means the
passage of measures not meritorious. -

I regret the lack of interest by Senators when measures of
this kind are considered. Bills carrying tens of millions of
dollars are passed with but few Senators in attendance, and
fewer still familiar with their terms. A few days ago a
$65,000,000 pension bill was passed, and I doubt whether there
were 10 Members of the Senate in the Chamber during the
consideration of the bill. Other pension bills, carrying large
amounts, have been presented for our consideration. They, too,
have received no attention whatever at the hands of the over-
whelming majority of the Senate. Whenever any bill is before
us that ealls for the expenditure of money, no one is in the
Senate except those interested in that particular bill. There
seem to be no opponents of expenditures. Advocates of ap-
propriations are usually insistent upon action by Congress and
are always active in urging consideration.

We have appropriated more than $5,350,000,000 as pensions
for the survivors of the Civil War. We appropriated last vear

more than $327,000,000 for pensions. In my opinion, the ap-
propriations for the coming fiscal year will aggregate more than
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$600,000,000, and if this Congress should remain in session for
another 30 days I feel sanguine that appropriations for pensions
will be swelled to the extent of over $2,000,000,000.

There is pension madness in the Senate, in Congress, and
among some public officials. There has been too little regard
by the people in the past for the stupendous appropriations
which have been made for pensions, but sooner or later there
will be an awakening by the people. The Senator from Arizona
[Mr. AsHURST] stated yesterday that pension bills would always
pass because there were “ votes in pensions,” and that opposi-
tion to pensions would fail because there were no votes in the
opposition, Already the people of the United States are begin-
ning to feel the burdens of high taxes. When the subsidence
in the business activity of the people of the United States mani-
fests itself in a depleted if not a completely exhausted Treas-
ury and new sources of taxation are resorted to, and the work-
ingmen and the ultimate consumer are compelled to pay addi-
tional taxes, Congress shall be called upon to render an account-
ing for the extravagance and apparent profligacy which char-
acterize our course,

Mr. President, we should deal liberally with those who in the
service of their country were injured or incurred disabilities,
and the widows and children of men who lost their lives when
they were in the service of their country ghould be generously
dealt with. The American people have manifested a desire to
deal fairly with all entitled to pensions. But Congress has not
always been satisfied with that character of appropriations—
such appropriations that can be justified—that appeal to the
sentiments of patriotism and justice.

We must now pension everybody whose name has been upon
the rolls of the military or naval branches of the Government
for 980 days. Indeed, Mr. President, we have modified that rule,
and we passed a pension bill yesterday containing a large list
of names of persons who had not served 90 days who were fo be
paid pensions. Under this new plan the rule and law are to be
changed, and men who never had on a uniform, men who never
were 50 miles away from their homes while in service, are to be
pensioned for life if their names are upon the rolls, and that
course is pursued even though there are no injuries or disabili-
ties and the beneficiary is the possessor of wealth, There seems
to be some who feel that a pension is an incorporeal heredita-
ment; that it is something which may be transmitted from
father to son and from grandson to great-grandson until, like
property, it may be willed and alienated and devised and be-
queathed without limitation.

I repeat, we are pension mad; we pension men who were
never injured; we pension men who never suffered any dis-
ability ; we pension men who are suffering no disabilities now ;
we pension men who are worth millions; we pension men who
enjoy thousands and tens of thousands of dollars annually from
their professions and from their business investments; this is
the day of service pensions, and still more service pensions. No
one knows what the end will be.

Mr. President, it has been said that the motto a few years
ago of a certain political party was, “ Hurrah for the old flag
and for big appropriations.” There were those in public sta-
tion who seemed to he more interested in getting appropriations
than they were in constructive policies which would make for
the prosperity and welfare of the people. Are there not dan-
gerous influences now pervading the land, which operate upon
public officials, which seek public benefactions at the expense of
the people?

I think it would be better for the country if, instead of pass-
ing indiscriminate and unworthy pension bills, we attempted to
legislate for the people’s welfare. If legislation is needed to
punish those who create monopolies or profiteer and rob the
people we should enact it. I have felt there was profiteer

and combinations and conspiracies in restraint of trade and’

- corporations which, by the exereise of great power, financial and
otherwise, have oppressed the people and practiced extortion
to an intolerable degree.

I was glad to read in this morning’s paper that a number of
men who have been vending goods, charging extortionate prices,
making from 100 to 200 per cent profit upon the sales, have been
prosecuted and punished. There are too many food profiteers;
there are too many thieves and robbers in various parts of the
land robbing and plundering the people, despoiling and exploit-
ing because they have the power.

If additional legislation is required in order to reach existing
evils and to send to the penitentiary those who are taking
advantage of the necessities of the people, it will be far better
that we enact it than to devour the people’s substance by a
system of high taxation.

But our good Republican friends who dominate both branches
of Congress are spending money, and spending still more, not-
withstanding the exhausted condition of the Treasury.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Overmax] to-day
called attention to the billions of dollars whieh this Congress
has appropriated. He did not state the aggregate, and he did
not begin to state the entire amount which will be expended
by this Congress during this session and which we will be com-
pelled to meet in deficiency appropriation bills when the Con-
gress shall be convened again.

No one knows where the money is to come from. We spend
it, and spend regardless of the sources from which the taxes
are to come. We will probably be forced to a bond issue if we
continue this extravagance—a bond issue in a time of peace, a
bond issue with more than $6,000,000,000 of dollars expended
and with between four and six billion dollars collected from
the people in one year in taxation. Mr. President, this wild
saturnalia of extravagance must cease. Those in public life
must have due regard for the responsibilities which rest upon
them. We should be the conservators of the interests of the
people. We should protect the taxpayers. We should repre-
sent the public instead of the special interests and those who
are knocking constantly at the door of the Congress for appro-
priations. 5 - :

It is time that we should take stock, that we should de-
termine our liabilities and our assets, and that we should inau-
gurate a policy of reform, a policy of economy, which will rescue
this great Republic from financial collapse.

I sincerely hope that my friend the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr, McCumseEr], than whom there is no better man
in public life, will in the future join with others in attempt-
ing to stem the great tide of extravagance and wastefulness
which seems to be sweeping over the land.

I sincerely hope that we will have no more of these omnibus
pension bills presented for our consideration, and that the
pensions paid shall be for those who have suffered, those who
have received disabilities, those who, in the great World War,
have received wounds and injuries or nervous disabilities. The
widows and dependents of those who died for their country,
must be cared for and justice done to all.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there is a very old saying
that if we take care of the pennies the dollars will take care of
themselves. I commend the reverse of that to the Senate of
the United States. If we will take care of the billions of dole
lars, the little hundreds of dollars in these little pension bills
will probably take care of themselves. While we have been
discussing this bill the cost of conducting Congress has prob-
ably been greater than the amounts involved in the bills we
have been considering.

The Senator from Utah is in error if he thinks there is a
single name upon these five bills which is for a service pension
only, None of them are service pensions. Every one of them
involves an injury incurred in line of service, and not one widow
or helpless child is granted a pension under any one of these
five bills unless it was established to the satisfaction of tha
committee that the injury was sustained in line of service.

The particular bill we are now discussing will involve about
$9,000, provided the recipients of the pensions live to the end
of the year. The probabilities are that not many of them will
remain on earth even that long. .

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 5

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr, KING. I would like to ask the Senator what, in his
opinion, will be the aggregate amount paid by the Government
of the United States for pensions for the coming fiseal year?

Mr. McCUMBER. The amount was reported, of course, with
the pension appropriation bill. It will be about $279,000,000.

Mr. KING. The Senator, of course, knows that in addition
to that we have already appropriated nearly $300,000,000—F
am making no complaint with respect to that—and we will
doubtless be compelled to appropriate large additional sums.

Mr, McCUMBER. We have been most liberal, Mr. President,
with reference to the soldiers of the late war. We have been
extraordinarily generous to their famllies.

Mr. KING. So the aggregate of the pensions for the coming
fiscal year, if the Senator will pardon me, will be at least:
$600,000,000—from that to $800,000,000.

Mr. McCUMBER. Not of pensions.

Mr, KING. I mean for pensions and appropriations made to
those who sustained injuries in the war.

Mr. McCUMBER. I can not estimate the amount which will
be paid under the war-risk insurance, but it is most generous.

Mr. President, with reference to the objection which the Sena-
tor suggests he will urge to any more omnibus pension bills, T
welcomed the Senator’s assistance in the committee. He is a
member of the Committee on Pensions. I wish the Senator
would be present, after Congress reassembles, and assist me in
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keeping a quornm, If the Senator then believes that the policy
which we have followed, even before the Senator came on earth,
with reference to these pensions ought to be changed, I will be
most happy to go over it with him and to consider the whole
guestion upon its merits; and I hope we will some time be able
to keep a quorum of that committee to consider that very
proposition. ‘

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill 11554,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate as in Committee of
the Whole proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11554) grant-
ing pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and
sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and
sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such
solidiers and sailors, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Pensions with amendments.

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask unanimous consent that the formal
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that it be read for
action on the committee amendments,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is g0 ordered.

The Reading Clerk proceeded to read the bill,

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on

page 1, after line 5, to strike out:

The name of John Whitington, late of Troop C, Eleventh Regiment
United States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 1, line 10, before the word
“ mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause read :

The name of Gussie Rash, dependent mother of Roy Degman, late of
Company L, Forty-first Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry,

War wi
in lieu of that she is now receiving,

" The amendment was agreed to,
* The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of Asa C. Pieratt, late of Troop I, Fourth Regiment United
States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

he name of George W. Lambert, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of John C. Ferneding, late of Company I, Third Regiment
Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The name of John A. Gaut, late of Comyany G, Fifteenth Regiment
Minnesota Infantry, and Company I, Thirty-ninth Regiment United
Btates Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month,

he name of Joseph B. Ohr, late of Company ¥, First R:ffiment Ohlo
Infantry, and Companies E and A, Fifth Regiment United States In-
fantry, R’nr with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 3, to strike out:

The name of Georfn W. Doney, late of Company C, First Brigade
Oregon Mounted Militia, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Julius A. Fuohrman, late of the United States Navy,
Regu;’ar Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per
month,

The name of James Cunningham, late of Company G, Twenty-second
Regiment, United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pe!nai;on at the rate of $17 per month in lien of that he is now re-
celving.

The name of Walter 8. Stewart., late of (‘.ompnn{ M, One hundred
and sixty-first Regiment Indiana lnmntr{l. War with Bpain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to strike out:

The name of David Dixon, late of Troop E, Tenth Re, ent United
States Cnvulr{‘. Indian War, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 4, to strike
out:

The name of Oliver P. Jackson, late of Coml;:ny K, Fifth Regiment
Missouri Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month, 3

The amendment was agreed to.

Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month '

%‘he next amendment was, on page 4, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Jonas Dolen, alins James Dolen, late of Troop B, Sccond
Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian War, and hi g
at the rate of $20 per month. > . e e v

The amendment was agreed to.

'f'he next amendment was, on page 4, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of William I Culler,
States Army, War with Spain,
per month,
~ The amendment was agreed to.

';tl‘he next amendment was, on page 4, after line 18, to strike
out:

The name of Edward Gaines, late of Company D,
Regiment United States Infantry,
at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

't]:'he next amendment was, on page 4, after line 21, to strike
out:

The name of George B. Locke, late of Company G,
United States Cavalry, War with Spain, Cotudi
rate of $24 per month,

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendmept was, at the top of page 5, to strike out :

The name of Christopher €. Ogden, late of Com ny K, Forty-fourth
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, War pw:lth Spain, g.nd pay
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. :

The amendment was agreed to.

'{he next amendment was, on page 5, after line 4, to strike
out: -

The name of Peter Poirier, late of Company B, Forty-sixth Regimen
United States Volunteer lnhmtrr. War r:r‘:t{ Spain, ynnd pny“falme :'
pension at the rate of $17 per month, :

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wus, on page 5, after line 7, to strike
out:

The name of Peter . O'Brien, late of Company M, Fourth Regiment
Pennsylvania Infantry, and United States Navy, War with Bpnii%i. and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per mout{.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 11, to strike
out:

The pame of Frank Lynch, late of the Forty-eighth Company, United
States (oast Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pepnslg;l at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 19, to strike
out : i

The name of Alva C. Foster, late of Company C, Third Regiment Okio
Infantry, War with_Spain, and pay him a peénsion at the rate of $12

per month.
The name of Andrew B. Erb, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment

Pennsylvania Intantr{. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Joscph D. Blackwell, late of Company I, Second Regi-
ment West Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 6, to strike
out: 3

The name of Augustus W. Connor, late of the United States Navy,
Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per
month in leu of that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 10, to strike
out :

The name of Thomas C. Nation, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 0, line 14, before the word
“mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Lucinda Wilson, dependent mother of Albert J. Wilson,
Inte of Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Michigan Infantry, War with
sl?a]n. and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 18, to strike

late of the I[nspital Corps, United
and pay him a pension at the rate of §17

Twenty-fourth
Indian War, and pay him a pension

Fourth Regiment
and pay hionr a pension at the

out:

The name of Gustave Stellar, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 21, to strike
out:

The name of Harry Weinheimer, late of Company F, Forty-second

Regiment United Stafes Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lleu of that he i3 now

receiving.
The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, at the top of page 7, to strike out:

The name of Alfred Rivers, late of United States Navy, War with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to, :

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of John W. Oldfield, late of Compan{ A, First Regiment
West Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $§12 per month.
i~ The name of William A. Zinn, late of Company I, Second Regiment
West ?Irf!nin Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the

rate of $12 per month.

The ;amelxi;f John L. Dick, late of Company B, United States En-
gineers, War with S{min. and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per
month in lieu of that he is now recelviu%.

The name of John W. Warman, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment
Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of

$17 per month.
The amendment was agreed to. )
The next amendment was, on page 8, lines 1 to 6, to strike out:

The name of Miner N, Howard, late of Batler{l i1, First Regiment
United States Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the

rate of $12 per month.

The n’nmepgt Amel G. Johnson, late of Company B, Fifty-first Regé-
ment Iowa Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a. pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. A

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 10, to strike
ont :

The name of David A. Turner, late of Company M, Thirty-sixth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lien of that he is noy

receiving.
The :E:me of Charles H. Ricker, late of Company K, Third Regiment

Tennessee Intanuf. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month in licu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 22, before the word
“ mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Delila Moore, dependent mother of Charles W. Frazee,
late of Troop A, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, War with
Bpain, and pay her a i1:oe1:u;lcn:1 at the rate of $20 per mouth in lien of
that she is now receiving. .

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 4, after the words
“per month,” to siyike out * with $2 per month additional for
soldier's minor child until he shall have reached the age of 16
years” and insert “and $2 per month additional on account of
the minor child of said William L. Huston until he reaches the
age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Ida C. Huston, widow of William L. Iuston, late of
Company D, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $£2 per month
additional on account of the minor child of said William L. Huston
until he reaches the age of 16 years. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 8, to strike
out:

The name of Simon T. Hickman, late of Company C, First Battalion
Engineers, United States Army, War with Spain, and pay him a penslon
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 16, to strike
oul:

The name of John Scott, late of Troop K, Ninth Regiment United
States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per moath,

The name of John Sullivan, Iate of Company G, Thirty-first Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 ger month.

The name of Raleigh J. Stanberry, late of Company I, Fifteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain—

And on page 10, lines 1 to 9, to strike out:

and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lleu of that he
is now recelvi:}g.

The name of Edward Schrum, late of Company G, Twentieth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of thit he is now receiving.

The name of Charles T. Pickens, late of Company K, Tenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per manth,

The amendment was agreed _to. ;

The next amendment was, on page 10, after li..e 12, to strike
out:

The name of Bascum M. Meyers, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 16, hefore the word
“ mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Mary R. Mellinger, dependent mother of Walter A. Mel-

linger, late of Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month,

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of George W, Bales, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $§12 per month.

The name of Lovis H, Trayser, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment
Wisconsin Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 3, after the words
“rate of,” to sirike out “$17” and insert “ $12," so as to make
the clause read: :

The name of James M. Pollock, late of Company II, First Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to, .

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 8, after the word
“month,” to strike out “ with $2 per month additional for each
of soldier's minor children until they shall have reached the
age of 16 years" and insert *and $2 per month additional on
account of each of the minor children of said William Retter
until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause
read :

The name of Katherine Retter, widow of William Retter, late of
Troop D, Eighth Regiment United States Cavalry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and §2 per month
additional on account of each of the minor children of said William
Retter until they reach the age of 16 years. i

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Jacob Imhoff, late of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert H. Shcaffer, late of Company F, Eighth Regl-
ment Ohio Infantry, War with Spaio, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of John H. Franklin, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment

Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of James M. Taylor, late of Comgnnr K, Becond Regiment
Kentucky Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The name of John E. Harris, late of Company G, Second Regiment
Georgin Infantry, and Fourteenth Company United States Coast Ar-
tilletl'!'u. War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 16, to strike
out:

The name of Daniel B. Klingensmith, late of United States Marine
Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 23, after the word
“ month,” to strike out * with $2 per month additional for each
of soldier's minor children until they shall have reached the age
of 16 years” and insert “ and $2 per month additional on ac-
count of each of the minor children of said Thomas L. Hanlon
until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause
read:

The name of Emma 8. Hanlon, widow of Thomas L. ITanlon, late of
Company A, Seventh Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and ?2 per
month additional on acecount of each of the minor children of said
Thomas L. Hanlon until they reach the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 2, fo sirike
out:

The name of Willinm Fussnecker,.late of Company H, Third Regiment
Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month. :

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to strike
out:

The name of Willinm Constable, late of Company I, Second Regiment
West Virginia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Nicholas Sharp, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 19, after the word
“ month,” to strike out * with $2 per month additienal for each
of soldier’s minor children until they shall have reached the age
of 16 years” and insert “and $2 per wonth additional on ac-

| count of each of the minor children of said Willis A, Ward
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until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause
read : .

The name of Margaret B. Ward, widow of Willis A. Ward, late of
Company E, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and §2 ﬁg‘
month additional on account of each of the minor children of said Wi
A. Ward until they reach the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 23, and in
lines 1 and 2, page 14, to strike out:

The name of Otls O. Milliken, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of Charles A. Bills, alias Frapk Button, late of Comfa_ny
K, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, Indian war, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 6, to strike
out:

The name of Jacob Lyons, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per menth. :

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 11, before the
words * United States,” to insert “ Fifth Regiment,” so as to
make the clause read:

The name of Thomas N. Pray, late of Troop D, Fifth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Regular Istablishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 12, to strike
out:

The name of Albert Beiro, late of Company G, Seeond Wisconsin
Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 22, to strike
out: :

The name of James K. Vanee, late of Company B, Sixth ment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 3, after the worda
“rate of,” to strike out “$20" and insert “$12,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of John Kerns, late of OOm‘!nmy
United States Infantry, Indian war, and pay
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 3, to strike out:

The name of Samuel C. Bmsveil:i: late of Company C, Fourth Regi-

A, Twentieth Regiment
him a pension at the

ment Tennessee Infantry, War Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of §12 :‘Fer month,
The name of Thomas A. Puyear, late of Company H, Fourth -

ment Illinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
rate of $1T per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 22, after the word
“ additional,” to strike out * for each of soldier’s minor children
until they shall have reached the age of 16 years” and insert
“on account of each of the minor children of said Lloyd D.
Witters until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make the
clause read:

The name of Anna L. Wittersk widow of Lloyd D. Witters, Iate of

Oomgan: D, Twenty-first United States Infantry, War with Spain, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month and $2 per month addi-
tional on account of each of the minor children of said Lloyd D. Witters
until they reach the age of 16 years,

The nmendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 2, to strike out:

The name of Oliver Hull, late of United States Marine Co{gs. War
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of §24 per month.

The amendment was agreed {o.

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 8, to strike
out:

The name of J Fitzpatrick, late of Comhﬁlny K, Third iment
United States Infantry, Indian war, and pay a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 12, to strike
outg

The name of William Wade, late of Battery D, Fourth United States
Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17T

per month,

The name of Rachel Ann Toolll, widow of J h Toolll, late of Com-
pany B, Third Regiment United States Inmntro,z;pmr with Mexico, and
pay her a l)eulon at the rate of $30 per month in llen of that she is
now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, lines 1, 2, and 3, to
strike out:

The name of Harry H. Rockey. late of Compa I, Bixth Regiment
1llinois Infantry, War with Spain, and pay htu‘:, :x pension at t?é rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of Walker Anderson, late of Troop A, Tenth Regiment

United States Cavalry, Indian war, and pay him a pensi

of $20 per month in lieu of that he is no?v {-ece:vlnz. i b iy
The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 7, to strike
out: ;

The name of James E. Johnson, late of Co ny A, Fourth Regiment
Eentucky Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a sign at th
of $§24 per month in lieu of thai? he is novg recehln;m sy

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 11, to strike
out:

The name of Emma R. Foster, widow of Benjamin Foster, late of
Company I, Eighteenth Regiment United St.ateanfnfnnt ». Indian :l‘;,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out “ $24” and insert * $12,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Albert O. McNulty, late of Company G, Second Regi-
ment United States Infantry, War with Bpain, and him nsi
at the rate of $12 per month in liew of that he is noweceivinlé.w =

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 22, to strike
out: :

The name of Nancy G. West, late a contract nurse, Medical Depart-
ment, United States Volunteers, War with Spaln, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to. L

The next amendment was, on page 18, lines 1, 2, and 3, to
strike out:

The name of Phillip Ausmus, late of Company I. Ninth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with 8 , and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of Clara J. Sitton, widow of Felix J. Sitton, late of
Company H, First Regiment Doniphan's Missouri Mounted Volunteer
Infantry, Mexican War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 11, after the words
“rate of,” strike out “$17"” and insert * $12,” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Murray Pierce, late of Company L, Eleventh Regiment
United States Infantry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a peusion
at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, afttr line 12, to strike
out:

The name of Earl Sanders, late of Com
ment United States Volunteer Infantry,

a pension at the rate of $12 per month,
The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 20, after the words

“rate of,” to strike out “ $30"” and insert “ $20,” so as to make

the clause read:

The name of Sarah A. Boorman, widow of Elbertus A. Boorman, late
of Battery K, Fourth Regiment United Btates Artillery, Indian wars,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §20 per month in of that she
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 20, to strike
out:

The name of Johanna Murphy, mother of Frank J. Murpnh“i. late of
Supply Company, Ninth Infantry, Massachusetts Natio Guard,
border defense, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, lines 1 to T, to strike
out :

The name of Richard M. Gilbert, late of Company F, Nineteenth

ent United Btates Infantry, War with Bpnfnn. and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per meonth.

ny M, Thirty-seventh Regi-
ar with Bpain, and pay b
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The name of Cary M. Carlton, late of Compapy G, Third Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per morth,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 11, to strike
out:

The name of William C. Jacobs, late of Company H, Twentieth Regi-
ment United States lnfutr&; War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 21, to strike
out: .

The name of James H. 8t. Clair, late of Company H, Third Regiment
Georgia Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 20, to strike out:

The name of Jameg D. Smith, alias James Smith, late of Troop F,
Becond Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian war, and pay Iail:n-p,
pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 3, to strike
out:

The name of Thomas E. Sutton, alias Birt Sutton, late of Company
C, Third Regiment United States Infantry, Indian war, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lico of ‘that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 7, to strike
out :

The name of Henry Blankenship, late of Company I, Seventh Regi-
ment Ohlo Infantry, and Company F, Fortieth Regiment United States
Yolunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was ngreed to.

The next anmendment was, on page 20, after line 11, to strike
out:

The name of Charles . Ileimlich, alias Charles 1l. Henderson, late
of Company E, Third Regiment United States Infantry, Indian war,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he
is mnow receiving.

The amendment was agreel to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Alfred N, Oakleaf, late of Company G, Seventh Regiment
Ohio Infantry, and Company K, Seventeenth Regiment United States
Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of Minnie Nordyke, widow of Edward C. Nordyke, late of
Troop L, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, legular Establishment,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 24, before the word
“ mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Louisa Baumgard, dependent mother of William Baum-
gard, Inte of the United States Navy, War with Spain, and pay her a
pension at the rale of $20 per month in licu of that she is mow re-
ceiving.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of Hugh Hoch, Iate of Company M, Twenty-first Regiment
Kansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 9, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out “$17"” and insert “ $12,"” so as to make
the clause read:

The name of William N. King. Iate of Company D, Seventeenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, and One hundred and tenth Company,
Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The amendment was agreed to. -

The next amendment wasg, on page 21, line 14, after the word
“ additional,” to strike out * for each of soldier's minor children
until they shall have reached the age of 16 years,” and insert
“on account of each of the minor children of said Carl King
until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause
read :

The name of Venus B. King, widow of Carl King, late of Compan
G, Thirteenth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, an

¥ her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 per month
fadditional on account of each of the minor children of said Carl King
valil they reach the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 17, to strike
out:

The name of Augustus Thompson, late of Company H, Third Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Engineers, War withp Bpain,'and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Frank F. Pittman, late of Company F, First Regiment
Arkansas Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 9, to strike
out:

The name of Brice Selby, late of One hundred and twentieth Com-
pany, United States Coast Artillery, and Battery M, Fourth United
States Artillery, War with Spaio, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 13, to strike
out:

The name of Albert A, Lyke, late of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, affer line 16, to strike
out:

The name of Corwin W. Holibaugh, late of Troop C, Third Regziment
United States Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of Edith Payne Trimm. widow of Edmund W. Trimm,
late chaplain Third Regiment Wisconsin Inruutr{. War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 23, to strike
out:

The name of James N. Davis, late of Compan{ C, Fourth Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with wE.i;'.-ail:l, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of Itobert W. Koontz, late of Company M, Thirty-sixth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Infantry, War with S%nln_ and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The npame of James Renshall, iate of Com‘?any L, Fifth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $24 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Albert M, Kup?el, late of Company C, Twenty-eighth
Regiment United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month,

The name of Peter Kankiewicz, late of Com%an G, Thirteenth Regi-
ment, and Companies [ and M, Fourteenth eg{ment. United Statea
Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The umendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 18, to strike
out:

The name of John (. Kulpman, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regi-
ment United States Infantry, Regular Establishiment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 2, after the word
“ additional,” to strike out * for each of soldier’s minor children
until they shall have reached the age of 16 years” and insert
“on account of each of the minor children of said Charles C.
Cooper until they reach the age of 16 years,” so as to maka
the clause read:

The name of Maunde C. Cooper, widow of Charles C. Cooper, late of
Company C, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, and Hospital
Corps, United States Army, War with Spain, and li)a ber a pension
at the rate of §12 per month, and 32 per month ad lt{onal on account
of each of the minor children of said Charles C. Cooper until they reach
the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to. '

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 5, to strike
out:

The name of Lewis A. Boone, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Regi-
ment United Btates Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 13, after the word
“ receiving,” to insert *to continue,” and in line 14, after the
word “ helplessness,” to strike out * pension to be paid to duly
appointed guardian,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Helen Fitton, blind and helpless child of John Titton,
late of the Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month in llen of that she iz now re-
ceiving, to continue during the period of her helplessness.

The amendment was agreed to. 5

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Mike Cattarini, late of Company M, Fourth Regiment
Tennessee Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The name of Ralph Erwin, late of Company G, One hundred and
fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next.amendment was, on page 24, line 24, after the word
“Lefavor,” ‘to strike -out *“retired, late of the United States
Navy " amd insert “lIate lieutenant United States Navy, re-
tired,” so as to make the clause rend:

The name of Ldzzie (. Lefavor, widow of Frederic 'H, Lefavor, late
Jieutenant United States Navy, retired, Regular Establishment, and
pay her.a pension at the rate of $256 per month,

The next amendment was, on ‘page 25, after line 2, to strike
ont:

The name of George Crago, late of Company A, Thirty-first United
Btates Volunteer Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $12 per month,

The name of David R. Lucke, late of Compan
Regiment United States Volunteer Intant%, War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 10, before the word
“ mother,” to insert “dependent,”’ go as to make the clause
read:

The name of Catherine -Summers, dependent mother of Lawrence
Summers, late of Compan . Becond ent H.isatnsl;:pl Infantry,
War with Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 16, to strike
out:

The name of William Holt, late of Company L, Thirty-eighth Regi-
ment United States Volunteer Inta.nh-ti. War with Spain, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $17 per month,

J F[‘ha name of k Godar, late of Company H, Nineteenth Regiment
United States Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The pame of . Banders, widow of William J. Sanders, late of
Company ¥, Thirty-fourth Regiment Mi an Infantry, War with
Spain, and pay her a n at the rate of '$12 per month, and $2
per month -additional for each of soldier's minor children wuntil they
shall have reached the nf” of 16 years.

The name of Jacob Cain, late of Company H, 8ixth Regiment United
States Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at

the rate of $12 per month.
The name of John O. McMahon, late of Company ¥, Thirty-third

.Beguuent Mic Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of gl’f per month in lieu of tEmt he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 26, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of Conrad H, Rowe, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regi-

ment Minnesota Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $17 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.
*  The name of Alice Barkley, widow of Andrew J. Barkley, late of
Company ¥, Fourth Regiment Volunteers, War with Mexico,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 6, to strike
out: 3

The name of Walter G. Bmith, late of (.‘omnani K, Fifth Regiment
Massachusetts Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to. >

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 18, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out “$85" and insert *“$25,” so as to make
the clauge read:

The name of Jean R. Anderson, widow of Keller Anderson, late
eolonel, Second - iment Tennessee Infantry, and major, Forty-seventh
Regiment United States Volunteer Intantr&, War with ﬁpuln and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 18, after the word
“month,” to strike out “ with $2 per month additional for each
of soldier’s minor children until they shall have reached the age
of 16 years” and insert “ and $2 per month additional on ac-
count of each of the minor children of said Walter 8. Hall,
alias Walter McLaughlin, until they reach the age of 16 years,”
80 as to make the clause read:

The name of Annie G. Hall, widow of Walter §. Hall, alias Walter
McLaughlin, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment United States In-
tantrE. War with Spain, and &g her a pension at the rate of $12 per
month, and $2 per month additional on aeccount of each of the minor
children of said Walter 8., Hall, alias Walter ‘M¢Laughlin, until they
reach the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 27, after line 23, to strike
out:

The name of Geo W. Rabel, late of the Twenty-elghth Battery
In{:lianta sril:.th Arﬂll%. ‘War with Spain, and pay himtya. pension at the
rate o per mon

The name of William H, Brown, late of Company 1, Fifth Reglment
Ohio Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

he name of Charles C. Chilson, late of Company I, Eleventh Regl-

T
ment United States Volunteer Cavalry, War with Bpalni,,snd pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving,

The amendment was agreed to.

]

E, Twenty-ninth,

The next amendment was, on jpage 28, after.line 9, to strike
out:

The name of Margaret Huling, ‘widow of John Tuling, late of Com-
pany L, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, War with Bpain, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 15, after the word
“Army,” to strike out “Indian war " and insert * Regular Estab-
lishment,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Hester Walk, widow of Henry Walk, late of General
Mounted Berviee, United States Army, Beiular Establishment, .and pay
her a pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 17, to strike
out:

The name of Edward C. Walit, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regi-
ment United Btates Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Bert M. Dorton, late of Battery K, Third Regiment
United States Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $12 per month, in lieu of that he 1s now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 1, before the word
“ mother,” to insert “ dependent,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Maria Galnes, dependent mother of Albert Gaines, late
of Company C, Becond Begiment New York Iofantry, War with Spain,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 4, to strike
out:

The name of Ilans R. Jacobson, late of Cnm&ny A, Second Regiment
Oregon Iofantry, War with Spain, and pay h a pension at the rate
of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of Wesley Priest, late of Company M, Fifth Regiment
Illinois Infantry, War with SBpain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now mceiving:

he name of Harry 8. Stahl, late of Company K, Fifty-first Regiment
Towa Inhmr{f War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 29, after line 20, to strike
out:

The name of Frank M. Preston, late of Com y M, Third Regiment
Kentucky Infantry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the rate

of $12 per month.
The name of Frank 8. Schmidt, late of Company F, Two hundred and
pain, and pay him a

second Regiment New York Infantry, War with
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Walter C. Hathaway, late of Troop I, Fourteenth Regi-
ment United States Cavalry, Regular Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 6, to strike
out:

The name of Loulse Shoat, widow of John W, Shoat, late of Troop C,
Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, Indian war, and ¥y her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that e is mow
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 10, to strike
out:

The name of Rhoda M. Gates, former widow of Woodson Clay Gates,
late of Capt. Hunter's and Miller's First ent Tennessee Infantry,
Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, before the word
“mother,” to insert * dependent,” so as to make the clause
read:

The name of Naney Jane Howard, dependent mother of James How-
ard, late of Treop G, Third Regiment United States Cavalry, Regular
Establishment, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is nmow receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 19, to strike
out:

The name of Thomas Flinchum, late of Compan Cﬁ Thirty-fourth
Regiment United States Volunteer ar wlyth f_ga.llrl and pay
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lleu of that he is mow
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 2, to strike
out:

“The name of Mar&ﬂ. Wilson, widow of Joshua Wilson, late of Com-

y I, First Reglment Tennessee Mounted Volunteers, War with

exico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in licu of
that .she is now -

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was on page 31, after line 6, to strike
out :

The name of Christopher L. Einkopf, late of Company D, Fourteenth
Regiment United States Infantry, and Company G, 'I‘wnty-nrnt -
ment United States Infantry, Indian war, and pay him a pension at
rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Jane Polsgrove, widow of Almus W. Pol ve, late of
Com eany B, é’-mond Reg'i;gc;:t Kentucky Infantry, War. with Mexico, and

Eﬁr a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she is now
n
rec'.le“he ni'me of Eugene P. Williams, late of Compnny L, Sixth Regiment
Mauassachusetts Infanty , War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of £30 per mon

The name of Daniel Burk(-y. 1ate of Compan Thirty-fifth Regiment
Michigan Infantry, War with Spain, and pay ilm 4 pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 32, to strike out:

The name of James 8. Haggard, late of Compenx C, Ninth Battalion
!‘JIJTio ht“tr{ﬁ Wa.r with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of

per mon

The name of Jose h Tewell late of Seventeenth Regi-
ment United States P fan Spcﬁn and pay a pension
at the rate of $§12 per mon

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 10, to strike
out :

The name of Ivar A. Amell, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment
IMincis Infantry, War with SQa.l-n and pay a pension at the rate
of $17 per menth,

The name of Jean B, Kopf, late of Troop B, First Regiment Illinois
Cavalry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12

r month.
pe'rhe name of Robert Hamd, late of Company I, ’.I'.‘weltth t
United States Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a on at

the rate of $12 per month.

The name of John B. A. Richard, late of Company D, First Regiment
Rhode Island Infantry Wsu- with Spain, and pay h{m a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of Alvis F. Ritter, late of Company I, Fourth B:egime'nt
Missouri Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 33, in lines 1 to 16, to
strike out:

The name of Harvey L. Williams, late of Compn: A, Second Regi-
ment United States Volunteer En.ginm with Spain, and pay
himapmslonatthenﬁenfang

The name of Simeon H. Joh late of Company D, Sixth Regi-
ment United States Artillery, and "Twelfth and Tmty-semnd Bat-
teries United States Field Artillery, War with Spain, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §17 per month.

The name of La Barron 7T. Marshall, late otOomm.nE
Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, War with Spain, and pay a pensim
at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Charles 8. Kinman, late of Company C, Seventh Regi-
ment United States » War with n, and pay him a pension
at the rate of §12 per innenotthathenmwnenetﬁng.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 20, to strike
out:

The name of Willlam II. Fish, late of Company K, Fiftieth Regiment
igga I.ntautrtyﬁ War with Spa.i.n. and pay him a pemﬂon at the rate of

per mon

The name of Horace B. Case, late of Company A. Nineteenth Regiment
Unmited Btates Infantry, Indian War, and pay a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now remﬁvtnx

The name of Walter Barbo, late of Cm:_{)any I, One hundred and
gixtieth Regiment Indiana Intantry, ‘War and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Edward C. Crawford, late of Company F, T first
Regiment United States Volunteer I . War with Spain, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $24 per mon

The name of :I’oae;;h Phillips, late of Ccm?any H, Twenty-first Regi-
ment’ United Btatﬁ , 'War with ) and pay him a pension
at the rate of §24 per mon "in lien of tha heisnnwmc:h-h:g.

The nmame of Charles A. Heiland, late of C m.u&ll. !'uﬂ:y -fourth
Regiment United States Volunteer I a.ntry, War and pay
him a pension at the rate of $17 per month

'.['he of Leonidas Duncan, late of Compuy I, Forty-fifth
ment Unlt.ed States Volunteer Infantry, War with Bpm and pay
a pension at the rate of §17 per mon

The name of Joseph Dole, late of Troop B, First Regiment United
States Cavalry, War with Bpain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $17 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 19, after the word
“ Navy,” to insert “ War with Spain,” and in line 20, after the
word “ month,” to strike out “ with $2 per month additional for
each of sailor’s minor children until they reach the age of 16
years ” and insert “ and $2 per month additional on account of
each of the minor children of said James J. Reid until they
reach the age of 16 years,” so as to make the clause read:

The name of Brid E. Reid, widow of James J. Reld, late of the
United States Navy, War with "'spaln and Pay her a pens!on at the rate
of $12 per month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of
the minor children of said James J. Reid until they reach the age of
16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 36, in lines 1 to 8, to strike
out:

The name of Mary M. Newman, widow of John R. Newman, late cap-
tain Company K, nd Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, War
with Epain, and pay her a pension at the rate of §12 month, and $2

month additional on aeceunt of the miner of said John R.
man until he reaches the age of 16 years.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 11, to strike
out:

The name of Mary Brown, widow of Alexander Brown, late of Capt
Kellyu independent company, Florida Volunteers, War with Mexico,
= thfn pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she

DOW rece

The name of H orlI.Bryant.lnteotT Sixth Regiment
Dot Biatee Corsiy: War with oats, and pey Rim s Deaslon at the
rate of §17 per mont

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 18, to strike
out:

'!'hename of (ﬂmrlea K omea.n First Regiment
ukz War wi and pay h{m a pension at the

rate of l'l'permnn
nameori‘heremnrisbnjs.wid fGahrlelA.Brlsbols.hteot

indeiendgnt company, Wisconsin Volun with
Mexico, and pay her a pension ut,the rate of $25 per inliﬂot
tb‘i'th:ha = f J hli:ﬂi.x Colli late acti hospital
name of Jo ing, acting steward, United
Sglu and pay him a pension at the rate of
nTpgrmunthtnuenoft t be is now recelving.
Theé nmame of Cha Grunert, late of Company 1., Thirty-fourth
Regiment Mjchl%s‘n Infxmtry, War with Spain, and pay him
“'rtﬁe ey h er‘lu late of Troop . F, R
e name 0. e o . Third Regiment
United States Guslry. War with hmin and pay him a pension at the
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving
‘The name tsamuelGDinm late of Compan E.Elghteenth
Regiment United States Infan War with Spain, pay him a pen-
glon at the rate of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

Thenextnmendmentwas. on page 38, line 4, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out “ $25 " and insert “$20" so as to make
the clause read:

The name of Cynthia Marti wido-w of .'hmu L. Martin, late of .

G ‘edford’s compan Regiment Tennessee Volunteers,
u:&ﬁn“’ar. mrl par ny pmﬂen at the rnte of $20 per month in
liew of that now receiving. Payment to be made to duly
appointed

The amendment was agreed to.

'g.‘henert amendment was, on page 38, after line 8, to strike
out:

The name Gemige A, late of Company II, Twelfth Re
ment Unlted Btates rantr{ ar with Spain, and pay him a pen
at the rate of $12 per mon

The name of Susanah Ralnes, mother of Willlam R. Raines, late
of Company M, Seventeenth ent United States Infantry, Regular
?fé;nbnshmeﬁ border defemse, and pay her a pension at the rate of

per mon!

The name of Charles A, Rog late of Com: nPany A, Third Regiment
mrx Infanir,y War with u‘fn, and pay a pension at the rate

The a.mudmeut was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 15, to strike
out:

The name of Lewis T iate of Compan; Fifteenth Regiment
United S'tatu Infan Ind% war, and pay hfmxfx pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is new receiving

The amendment was agreed tfo.

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 21, after the word
“Army,” to insert * Regular Establishment,” so as to make the
clause read:

The name of John ¥. Dile, late unassigned recruit, United States
Army, Regular Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month in lieu of that is now receiving.

The amenhdment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 23, to strike
out:

The name of Gu Rolnson. late of the Sixtrdxth Company, United
Btates Coast Al %1?' Begulnr Establishment, and pay him a
pension at the rate 817 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 2, to strike
out:

The name of. Luci E. Blue, dependent mother of Arthur Blue, late
of Com g undred and sixty-first Regiment Indiana Infantry,
War wﬂ paln. and pasy her a pension at the rate of ;12 per month.

widow of Robert W. Btewart, late of
Btarbnek's eom any, Seeond Ilfinola Volunteers, War with Mexico, and

pay her avB: on at the rate of $35 per month im lieu of that a'he is
now receiving,
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendments were concurred in. .

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

STEAMSHIP “ MATOA "—SCHOONER “ HENRY 0. BARRETT.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair) laid
before the Senate the amendments of the House to 8. Con. Res,
26, which were—

That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives in
signing the enrolled bill (8. 1005) * for the rellef of the owner of the
steamship Matoa ™ be, and hereby Is, reseinded, and that the Secretar,
of the Senate be, and he Is here ¥, directed to reenroll said bill wit
an amendment as follows:

Btrike out all after the enac clause of said bill and insert the
following in lieu thereof: * That the claim of the owner of the steam-
nhli; Matoa arisi out of a.collision between said steamship and the

nited States tu le Ross off Lambert Point, Va., on the 17th day
of January, 1918, for and on account of the losses alleged to have been
suffered in sald collision by the owner of said steamship Matoa by
reason of damages to and detentlon of said steamship may be submit-
ted to the United States Court for the Eastern District of Virginia,
under and in comaﬂjnnee with the rules of eaid court slttlng as a court
of admiralty; and that the sald court shall have jurisdiction to hear
and determine the whole controversy and to enter a judgment or decree
for the amount of the legal damages sustained by reason of said col-
lision, if any shall be found to be due, either for or against the United
States upon the samfnlprinc]ple and measure of liability, with costs as
in like cases in admiralty between private parties, with the same

rights of ap : Provided, at such notice of the suit shall be
ven to the ttnrm:‘y General of the United States as may be provided
court ; and it shall be the duty of the Attorney

order of the sal
Cﬂnenl to cause the United States attormey in such district to appear
and defend for the United States: Provi further, That said sult
shall be brought and commenced within four months of the date of the
passage of this act.”

That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives in
siin.lng the enrolled bill (8. 1222) * for the relief of the owners of the
schooner H 0. Barrett” be, and hereby is, rescinded, and that the
Becretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to reenroll said
bill with an amendment as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause of said bill and insert the fol-
lowing in lien thereof: That the claim of the owners of the schooner
Henry 0. Barrett arising out of a collision between said schooner and
the Wnlted States monitor Ozark, off Five Fathom Bank Lightship, on
the 19th day of April, 1917, for and on account of the losses alleged
to have been suffered in said collision by the owners of said schooner
Henry 0. Barrett by reason of damages to and detention of said schooner,
ma, submitted to the United States court for the district of Mas-
uc{usetts. under and in compliance with the rules of said court sit-
ting as a court of admiralty ; and that the said court shall have juris-
diction to hear and determine the whole mntroveﬁ and to enter a
judgment or decree for the amount of the legal mages sustained
by reason of sald collision, if any shall be found to be due either for or
against the United States, tlfnn' the same principle and measure of
liability, with costs, as in like cases in admiralty between private
parties, with the same rights of appeal: Provided, That such notice
of the suit shall be given to the Attorney General of the United States
as may be provided by order of the said court; and it shall be the
duty of the Attorney General to cause the United States attorney in
Buci‘; district to appear and defend for the United States: Pro d
further, That said suit shall be brought and commenced within four
months of the date of the passage of this act.

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate concur in the amend-
ments of the House.

The motion was agreed to.
MOUNT ALTO HOSPITAL.

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, I realize in these closing
hours of the session how urgent and important many measures
are that.are proposed to be brought before the Senate this
evening. I shall satisfy my ambition by stating my case very
plainly. I simply ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R.
13627) to amend paragraph (e) of section 7 of the act ap-
proved March 3, 1919, entitled “An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facili-
ties for discharged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and
marines,” may be considered at this time. T had expected to
ask for the consideration of two bills, one of them earrying an
appropriation of about $10,000,000 for hospitals for the sol-
diers. !

This bill passed the House unanimously, providing for a hos-
pital in this ecity in which there are to-day 125 soldiers. An
act was passed on the 3d day of March, 1919, carrying an
appropriation of $9,000,000 for the building of hospitals, but
a provision in the act stated that the hospitals must be located
on land owned by the Government. No land in the city could
be found suitable, however, that was owned by the Government,
but a piece of land of 11 acres with buildings upon it was leased
for a time, and it can now be purchased. Members of a subcom-
mittee have examined the property and have estimated that the
purchase would be a splendid bargain.

This is no new appropriation. It is simply to make available
an appropriation already made of about $550,000. I can not
conceive that there will be any objection to the consideration of
the bill at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Maine?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the
law itself. I think the Senator will admit that there is a
proposed expenditure of money out of an appropriation, first,
of $250,000; second, of $154,000; and, third, of $6,000.

The bill proposes to amend the act approved March 3, 1919,
and authorizes the expenditure of $550,000 for the purchase of
land and buildings of the National School of Domestic Art
and Science, located at 2650 Wisconsin Avenue, in the Districc
ef Columbia, now under lease to the United States Government
as a hospital. We refer to section 7, paragraph (e) of the
act of March 3, 1919, and see that this is how it reads:

(e) The sum of $5650,000 is hereby authorized for the construction,
on land owned by the Government, on a site to be selected by the
Secretary of the easury with the approval of the President, of a
hospital plant complete in the District of Columbia or vicinity.

That is all of that paragraph. In the bill, on page 2, line b5,
there is a proviso which reads as follows:

Provided further, That in addition to the £550,000 hereby author-
ized the sum of $250,000 from the amount n]‘)jprog)rlated by section §
of the act hemh{a amended and of $6,000 and of $154,000 from the
amounts appropriated by section 6, paragraphs 1 and 2, respectively,
of sald act, are hereby made available for the above-mentioned pur-
poses and shall remain available until expended.

Section 5 of the act reads as follows:

8ec. 5. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to con-
tract with any existing hospital or sanatorium, by lease or otherwise,
for immediate use, in whole or in part, of their present facilities, so as
to (Pro\rlde bed capacity and facllities for not exceeding 1,000 patiemts,
and for such purposes the sum of $300,000 is hereby authorized.

So we take $250,000 of that $300,000 to be used for this par-
ticular purpose in addition to the $555,000 that was appropriated
in the act of March 3, 1919, and of $6,000 and of $154,000 of the
amount appropriated by section 6, paragraphs 1 and 2, respec-
tively, of the act. When we turn to the act we find that section
6, paragraph 1, reads as follows:

Sec, 6. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereb
judgment the same will be for the best interests of the Government from
the standpoint of cost, location, and of the eme cy needs of the
Public Health Bervice, to purchase the site, buildings, and hospital
facilities and appurtenances at Corpus Chrlstf. Tex., known as General
Hospital No. 15, and for such purpose the sum of $150,000 is hereby
authorized.

The second paragraph reads as follows:

The sum of $1,500,000 is hereby authorized to be held as an emer-
gency fund for the purchase of land and buildings suitable for hospital
and sanatoria purposes, which the Secretary of the Treasury Is hereby
anthorized to select and locate, and to make additions and improvements
suitable to adapt them to the uses of the United States Publie Health
Bervice, If in his judgment the emergency requires it.

If we pass this bill, it means that the $550,000 appropriated
in section 7, paragraph (e), of the act of March 3, 1919, shall
be used for this purpose. That paragraph specifically states that
the purchase price of the land and buildings shall not exceed
$460,000 of the $550,000.

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, does the S8enator wish to ask
any questions? If not, I can not yield further at this time.

Mr. SMOOT. I thought the Senator had yielded the floor.

Mr. FERNALD. I yielded for a question.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator does not mean to say that I can
not speak on this question?

Mr. FERNALD. Not at all; but in my own time I do not
think that I ought to yield any longer.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair state the situa-
tion. The Chair submitted the request for unanimous consent
gm] then recognized the Senator from Utah. He now has the

0or.

Mr. FERNALD. I thought I had the floor.
I beg the Senator's pardon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah will
proceed.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. KING. I inquire whether or not it is the understanding
of the Chair that unanimous consent has been granted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. The question is
whether there is objection to the consideration of the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. I want to conclude my statement, and then the
question as to whether or not unanimous consent shall be
granted may be decided. The Senator made the statement that
this bill did not carry any appropriation. I wish to say to the
Senator, with all due respect to his statement, that if we spend
$154,000 for this particular purpose in buying the building and
lands, as is provided in this bill, there is not any doubt that just
as soon as the $1,500,000 is expended for the purpose for which
it was originally appropriated Congress will be asked to appro-
priate to cover the $154,000. That is just as certain as that
the sun will rise to-morrow morning. Not only that, but it is
just as certain as we live that the request will be granted.

-

authorized, if in his

If I am in error,
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I desire to make this statement in order that, if we take this
bill up, there may be no misunderstanding as to its carrying
an appropriation, but I will admit that it is taken out of the
fund which was appropriated for a specific purpose. When
that purpose is undertaken to be accomplished and it is found
that there is not available the amount of money which was
appropriated for it, the excuse will be offered here in the Senate
Chamber, as well as in the other House, “ Why, Congress in-
tended to give us $300,000; Congress intended to give us $1,500,-
000 ; but an emergency arose, and we used a part of that appro-
priation, and now, of course, to carry out the will and wish
of Congress, we have got to have an appropriation to make up
that which has already been taken out.”

It may be that this is a splendid purpose, as the Senator says;
I do not know, for I have not the knowledge of the value of
land out on Wisconsin Avenue; I do not know what the value
of the building is; I can not say as to that; but if it is so valu-
able, let us distinctly understand that if we purchase it we
are now making an appropriation that will have to be taken
from a fund that has already been provided and will have to be
replaced at some time in the future. That is all I wish to say
about the matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. KING. Reserving the right to object, I desire to say
that I am not satisfied with the wisdom or the propriety of this
‘appropriation.

Mr. FERNALD. Do I understand the Senator from Utah
objects?

Mr. KING. I reserve the right to object.

Mr. FERNALD. I should like to make a statement. I re-
gret at this late hour to be obliged to have to go into a matter
of this kind in great detail. I am quite surprised at the atti-
tude of Senators regarding this bill. The Public Buildings and
Grounds Committee have had submitted to it something like
120 bills during the present session of Congress. Not a single
bill has been reported favorably that carried a dollar of appro-
priation. I think that statement will answer any charge of
extravagance on the part of the committee. We had a bill
presented calling for an appropriation of $87,000,000 for hos-
pitals for the soldiers. After a careful examination, it ‘was
found that 640,000 invalid and disabled soldiers returned from
France; that inside of two years it would require 23,400 beds
to take care of those soldiers; and that it would entail an ex-
pense of nearly $100,000,000 in the next six years. That bill
was very carefully considered. We wrote to all of the soldiers’
homes in the country to ascertain if there could not be quite a
number of soldiers taken care of there. After they had all
reported, we found that about 10,000 soldiers could be so taken
care of

Then another bill was introduced providing for an appro-
priation of $10,000,000 for hospitals throughout the country.
I was rather of the opinion that that bill ought to be passed, but
it is.a Senate bill, and I find at this late hour that it would
be impossible to get it through and have it become a law during
this session. So I decided not to say anything about that bill
to-night; but the bill for which I ask consideration does not
ask for any extira appropriation and is the only bill that has
been reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds providing for any money at all.

It may be true, as the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] has
stated, that there will be $154,000 which it will be necessary
to appropriate, but, Mr. President, suppose it does require
$154,0007.

From the beginning of this session to the present time we
thave been talking about doing something for the soldier. We
Jhave listened to-night to a criticism of pensions for the bhoys
who fought to save the flag, and we have been told that we were

-wasting money on pensions all over the country. Every one of
the Senators who has mentioned this matter has stated that
we ought to take care of the invalid soldiers; that if any men
had been disabled, if any men had become blind or halt or lame,
they should be cared for. Iam frank tosay—and I believe that
every Senator here will bear me out in the statement—that
all the letters that have been received from the business men
and the American Legion in various parts of the country in
opposition to the bonus have stated that the invalid soldiers
ought to be cared for.

In this bill there is a provision that a hospital shall be
founded in this city. Now, I wish to refer to the provisions of
the original act. The then Secretary of the Treasury [Mr.
Grass] called attention to the act appropriating $9,000,000 for
the purposes indicated by its title. I refer especially to the
following provision:

The sum of $550,000 is hereby authorized for the construction on
land owned by the Government— 5

That is the difficulty—* on land owned by the Government.”
on a site to be selected by the Secretary of the Treasury, with the
ngproval of the President, of a hospital plant, complete, In the District
of Columbia or vicinity.

No land could be found in the District of Columbia which was
considered by the Secretary of the Treasury suitable for this
purpose ; but the land on Wisconsin Avenue, consisting of about
11 acres, on which buildings were already erected capable
of taking care of 125 men, was leased last year and is still under
lease to the Government. It is proposed to buy that land. The
Senator from Utah says he does not know anything about its
value. Neither do I know anything about its value; I have
not been there; and I do not know much about the value of
property in Washington ; but a subcommittee of the Committee
on Publi¢ Buildings and Grounds of the House have visited
the location, have made an investigation, and have reported that
it is a good bargain. I am certain that 11 acres in the city
of Washington ought to be worth at least what is contemplated
paying for this land and the buildings now erected on it.

Mr. President, we have started in, as I have said, to do some-
thing for the soldier; every Senator who has spoken on the
matter to-night has said that we ought to take care of the
invalid soldier. I can not understand why this great Govern-
ment of ours is not willing to take care of the wounded soldiers
whom one meets upon the streets. There are individuals in
this city who do a thousand times more than they ought to be
called upon to do to afford suitable protection and care for the
men in hospitals.

Mr. SMOOT.
moment? -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr, FERNALD. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. How many wounded soldiers are in this hos-
pital which it is proposed to buy?

Mr. FERNALD. There are 125 men there now.

Mr. SMOOT. Are the beds full?

Mr. FERNALD. I do not know about that; but 125 men
are reported to be there.

Mr, SMOOT. The Government is leasing the building and
paying the rent for it, is it not?

Mr. FERNALD. I presume so.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, we are taking care of the soldiers there,
are we not? L

Mr. FERNALD. Yes; but we have got to take care of more
than 125,

Mr. SMOOT. Are there more beds than 125 there?

Mr. FERNALD. We propose to make the buildings larger,
so that they will be able to care for 500 men.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that there is no re-
port upon the bill and no report has been submitted to accom-
pany it, as I understand. The bill is on the calendar here with
no information except the appropriation which it contains, and
that is all I can judge by. £

Mr, FERNALD. If I can have an hour or two I think I can
satisfy the Senate that it Is quite necessary to do something
for these boys.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think the Senator meant to say that,
for we are leasing the property to-day and the Government has
just as much use of it to-day as if they boughtit. The only ques-
tion is the propriety of appropriating $460,000 for it, an addi-
tional sum of $250,000, and then a further sum of $154,000. If
we are utilizing that property to-day and soldiers are being
taken care of there, they are being taken just as good care of
as if the Government owned the property.

I say the only question involved is: Do, we want to appro-
priate this money and pay for the property outright, or do we
want to lease the property, as we are doing to-day? That is a
question as to which, as I have said, I am not able to judge, in
view of the fact that no report whatever has been submitted.
It may be the very best thing in the world fo buy the property;
I do not know; but as I have a said, the question of a
failure to take care of the soldier boys is not involved in this
bill at all, for they' are being {aken care of under the lease of
the property just as well as they would be taken ecare of if it
were purchased.

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, they are taking care of
soldiers to the extent of the capacity of the buildings, but they
will care for only 125 men. There is, however, plenty of land
there to enlarge the buildings, as was proposed in the original
bill, so that 500 men may be taken care of.

Mr, SPENCER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. FERNALD, I yield.

Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
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Mr., SPENCER. May I ask the Senator from Maine if that
is the property that is about two or three blocks south of where
Massachusetts Avenue runs into Wisconsin Avenue, upon the
west side?

Mr. FERNALD. 1 think it is; it is called Mount Alto. It is
one of the most beautiful spots in the city and one of the
highest. ;

Mr. SPENCER. Oh, yes. That is the home where those sol-
diers who appear to be incurable are now cared for.

Mr. FERNALD. I understand so,

Mr. SPENCER. May I say to the Senator that I have been
there, and my understanding is, from what I saw there, that the
Government is now putting buildings upon that leased land,
which it would seem to me, for economy’s sake, is an unwise
thing to do. If we are going to increase the building upon that
land, the wise thing to do would be to buy the land and not
to put buildings upon land that is leased.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator from Utah?

Mr, SPENCER. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. 1 agree with the Senator from Missouri. It is
unthinkable that any department of the Government, in the
face of a direct law saying that they can not do it, would go
on and erect buildings on leased land. Now, when they are
erecting the buildings, they come here to Congress and ask that
we purchase the land. They do that after they have started
the buildings. What they ought to have done was to come to
Congress and have the purchase of the land authorized before
they began the construction.

I want to ask the Senator from Missouri if the bill that he-

introduced, in which the consent of Congress, or at least the
consent of the Senate, was given to buy certain lands out near
the Walter Reed Hospital, became a law? I do not know
whether it passed the House or not.

Mr. SPENCER. It did.

Mr. SMOOT. And that has nothing whatever to do with this
matter?

Mr, SPENCER. Nothing whatever.

Mr. SMOOT. This is a new site?

Mr. SPENCER. Yes; it is entirely different.

Mr. SMOOT. The appropriation was made for $550,000
originally, but that money was to be expended on Government-
owned land. I do not see, however, that the Public Health
Service is different from almost any other department of the
Government., As I said here the other day, they pay no more
attention to the laws of Congress, when they desire to do
otherwise, than they would to ihe whistling of the wind.

Mr. FERNALD. The Senator from Utah knows that nobody
has followed him in that respect more carefully than the
Senator from Maine. :

Mr. SMOOT. I am aware of it.

Mr. FERNALD. I have endeavored, in every vote I have cast
here, to look upon the matter from a business standpoint and
to act in an economical way; but I do believe that we ought
to make provision for these men.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FERNALD. . I am very glad to yield.

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask the Senator, for informa-
tion, why it is that these buildings that were put up to house
the soldiers in the city of Washington and at different encamp-
ments can not be used for hospitals?

For instance, down on the Speedway here we have perhaps
30 or 40 or 50 buildings that are capable of housing at least
five or six hundred persons, I should judge, if not a thousand.
They are empty and rotting. Now, why could not they be
utilized for hospitals? I do not know anything about their
strueture, but why could not they be used?

Mr. FERNALD. I think, in reply to that question, that
there are many of the buildings that are to be used in the near
future for hospital purposes, but those buildings would hardly
be fit. They are not suitably constructed.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
The Senator from Maine [Mr. FErvALD] asked unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of this bill,
Senators have been discussing for the last three-quarters of an
hour, I think, the merits of the bill. If it is proper to call for
the regular order, and submit the question as to whether or not
unanimous consent shall be given, I should like to invoke that
rule. We are debating the question upon the request of the
Senator from Maine for unanimous consent,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FERNALD. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from South Dakota
that so far as I am concerned, from what I have learned as
to the value of the land, if it is there, I shall not object; and
the bill ean be considered now, as far as I am concerned.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair state the situa-
tion. The question was submitted. The junior Senator from
Utah [Mr. KinG] reserved the right to object and consented to
hear the Senator from Maine. The Senator from Maine was ex-
plaining the object of the bill, with the consent of the Senate.

The Senator from Georgia is recognized.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I wish to ask the
Senator from Maine one question. -

We have a number of cantonments with splendid hospital
facilities already connected with them that the War Depart-
ment has determined to keep. There are hospital facilities that
would accommodate more than 10,000 men in these cantonments,
where we own the land and own additional buildings sufficient
to take care of over a million men. Can the Senator tell me
why those hospitals and those grounds are not used, instead
of buying new ones?

I ask the gquestion in all seriousness, because it has just oe-
curred to me. I thought I was for the Senator’'s bill, because I
am in favor of taking care of these men; but I know that at
most of these cantonments that the Government owns and pro-
poses to keep—it has asked to keep eight, and I think Congress
has approved its keeping eight—there are hospitals that will take
care of from 1,500 to 2,500 men, splendidly equipped, with all
sanitary arrangements,

Mr. FERNALD. Mr. President, I quite agree with the Senator
from Georgia, and that is the reason why the appropriation bills
calling for $87,000,000 and $10,000,000 have not been favorably
reported; but in this city there are no buildings, I think, that
are large enough or would be able to accommodate the men that
are here. The buildings referred to by the Senator from South
Dakota would be large enough or nearly so, but they are not
suitable for that purpose, and the Senator from Maine believes
that with the cantonments about the country and the soldiers’
homes a large number of the 23,000 men that it will be necessary
to care for in the near future ecan be cared for. In this city,
however, there is not sufficient hospital room to-day.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia and Mr. KING addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield ; and if so, to whom?

Mr, FERNALD. I yield, first, to the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, is it necessary to
have them in Washington? Are not many of these cantonments
in much better all-around-the-year climates?

Mr. FERNALD. The Secretary of the Treasury reported that
it was necessary. In a letter under date of December 5, 1919,
Hon. Carter Glass, Secretary of the Treasury, addressed a com-
munication to the Speaker of the House of Representatives
in relation to additional hospital facilities for discharged sol-
diers, sailors, marines, and Army officers. The Secretary’s let-
ter was printed as a House document in the Sixty-sixth Con-
gress, second session. In that communication the Secretary in-
formed Congress that it would be necessary to make provision
for 23,400 beds within the next two years and that the total
cost would be $85,000,000.

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. FERNALD. I yield.

Mr, SPENCER. May I say, in part answer, because perhaps
it fits in at this time, that my understanding is that this hos-
pital at Mount Alto is not a general hospital. It is a hospital
that is intended solely for those who, for one reason or another,
are deemed to be incurable. Therefore my information is that_
the Medical Department feels that that hospital must be located
in a place where not only the General Staff will be available,
but it must be contiguous to the specialists in every-form of
critisal cases, which would be impossible in a general canton-
ment. It must be located somewhere in a center of medical
knowledge, and I think that is one of the reasons why they felt
that it must be located in a city like Washington. My under-
standing is that there are no cases at this place except those
cases of the unfortunate character that I have described.

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President:

Mr, FERNALD. I yield to the Senator.

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. And as the surgical specialists of
the Army are largely here, they deem this the desirable place?

Mr. SPENCER. Such is my information.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to say to the Senator from
Maine that I was not seeking to criticize but to obtain infor-
mation, .
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Mr. FERNALD. Certainly; I realize that.

I should like to give a little more information, because we
have a letter not only from the former Secretary of the Treas-
ury but from the present Secretary of the Treasury. If the
Senator cares for further information, I shall be glad to read
it; but if there is no objection—I know how anxious other Sel_l-
ators are to take up other matters, and I am willing to submit
the question at this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
ent consideration of the bill? i

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commitfee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 13627) to amend
paragraph (e) of section 7 of the act approved March 3, 1919,
entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to
provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for discharged sick
and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines,” which was read,
as follows: :

Re it enacied, elc., That paragraph (e) of section 7 of the act ap-
roved March 8, 1919, entitled ““An act to authorize the Secretary of
he Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for dischar ed

slck and disabled soldiers, sallors, and marines,” is hereby amended
to read as follows:

“{p) The sum of $550,000 is hereby authorized for the purchase of
the land and bulldings of the National School of Domestic Arts and
Science, located at 2650 Wisconsin Avenue, in the District of Columbia,
now under lease to the United States Government as a hospital, and for
the construction of such additions and improvements thereto as may be
necoasnr{ to suitably adapt them to the needs and purposes of the

(=

Public Health Service: Provided, That the purchase price of said land

and buildings shall not exceed $460,000: Provided further, That in ad-

dition to the $550,000 hereby authorized, the sum of $250,000 from the
amount appropriated (!3 section 5 of the act hereby amended and of
$6,000 and of £154,0 from the amounts appropriated by section 6,

ragraphs 1 and 2, resgectively, of said act, are hereby made available
or the above-mentioned purposes and shall remain available until
expended.”

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. WARREN. I present the conference report on the gen-
eral deficiency appropriation bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming
presents a conference report, which will be read.

The report was read, as follows:

Is there objection to the pres-

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14335) “making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and prior
fiseal years, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 5,
8, 12, 13, 14, 19, 20, 21, 26, 37, 39, 50, and 60.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 6, 9, 10, 11, 15, 16, 22, 24, 27,
28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 48, 47, 45,
51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, and 58; and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:

YANTHRACITE COAL COMMISSION.

“The unexpended balance of the appropriation for the fiscal
year 1920 for the Bituminous Coal Commission is made avail-
able during the fiseal years 1920 and 1921 for expenses of the
Anthracite Coal Commission, including salaries and expenses
of officers, employees, and witnesses, personal services in the
Distriet of Columbin, purchase of supplies, printing and bind-
ing, reporting proceedings, per diem in lieu of subsistence at
not exceeding $4, and all other necessary expenses in connection
therewith.” .

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 2 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out the words “ the passage of this act” and
insert in lien thereof “ June 30, 1920"; and the Senate agree
to the same. :

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “and roadway thereto,
$7,5600 " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:
“ SHIPPING BULLETIN,

~“The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to cause to be
prepared in the office of communiecations, Navy Department, a
publication known as the Shipping Bulletin, and to publish and
furnish the same to the maritime interests of the United States
and other interested parties, at the cost of collecting and pub-
lishing the information, including the cost of printing and
paper and other necessary expenses. The expenses of such
bulletin shall be paid from the appropriation °‘Engineering,’
Burean of Steam Engineering, fiscal year 1921. The money re-
ceived from the sale of such publication shall be covered into
the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.”

And the Senate agree to the same. 3

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following:

“ PENSION OFFICE.

“To provide additional compensation for employees of the
Bureau of Pensions designated to carry out the act entitled
‘An act for the retirement of employees in the classified civil
service, and for other purposes,” approved May 22, 1920, $2,000,
to continue available until June 30, 1921: Provided, That no
person so employed shall receive compensation at a rate exceed-
ing $1,740 per annum except one at $3,000, one at $2,400, one
at $2,000, and two at $1,800 each.”

And the Senate agree to the same. =

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In line 4 of the matter inserted by said
amendment strike out “ $20" and insert in lieu thereof “ $15™;
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the sanme with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “: Provided, That paper, en-
velopes, and blank books required by the stationery rooms of the
Senate and House of Representatives for sale to Senators and
Members for official use may be purchased from the Public
Printer at actual cost thereof and payment therefor shall be
made before delivery " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out, in lines 2 and 3 of the matter
inserted by said amendment, the words * or before October 1 of
each year” and insert in lieu thereof “the first day of each
regular session " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by
said amendment lines 69, 70, 71, 72, 76, 77, 78, and 79, and in
line 103 strike out “ $863,568.91" and insert in lieu thereof -
 $854,735.40 " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement fo the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered (1, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the number proposed insert
“b,” and the Senate agree to the same.

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the
amendments of the Senate numbered 4 and 18.

F. E. WARREN,

CHAs. CURTIS,

0. W. UXDERWOOD,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

James W. Goop,

J. G. CANNON,

JaMmEs F. BYRNES,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate
consideration of the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming
asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the
conference report just submitted by him. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the
report,

Mr., WARREN. I desire to say the report is a complete
agreement except as to two items, and as to those two items it
will require some further time for their consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

The report was agreed Lo.
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Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate further insist on:
its amendments still in disagreement, ask for a further con-
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes thereon, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. One moment. If the Chair will allow
me to make a suggestion, we do not desire a further conference.

Mr. WARREN. I understood the Senator to wish otherwise.
My first idea was to ask for the acceptance of the report and
to let it lie on the table, but it has to be somewhere in the
interim.

Mr. UNDERWOOD:
allow me——

Mr. WARREN. Certainly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We Have agreed to a conference re-
port which covers all of the items hut two; one is: the school
item, and the other is the item in reference to claims for the
levy improvements, am item which was discussed here. Those
two items are still in dispute. I will suggest to the chairman
that I think the direct method of bringing the matter to a vote
-in the House would be merely to move that the Senate further
insist on those two amendments and send the matter to the
House. That would bring a direet vote: without asking for a
further-conference.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be:
80 ordered..

Mr: WARREN., That sends the papers at once to the House.
That is the intention:

Mr., LODGE. Yes, that is correet.

CLATMS ON SHORE WATERS IN ALASKA.

Mr. NEW. Mr. President;, I ask unanimous consent to sub-
mit a favorable report from. the Committee on Territories,
and ask immediate consideration of the bill. I do not think it
will encounter any opposition or eall for any discussion., If
it appears that it calls for any prolonged discussion, I will
withdraw it. .

Mr. KING. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doees the Senator from: In-
diana yield to the Senator from. Utah?

Mr., NEW. I do.

Mr. KING. Does this relate to the Hawaiian lands?

Mr. NEW. Not at all, '

Mr. KING. I had hoped that the Senator's. committee, or
gome other, would report the measure which passed the House
dealing with the Hawaiian lands.

Mr. NEW. 1 only regret that that is impossible.

This bill, Mr. President, is simply this: When the home-
stead laws were extended to Alaska a provision was: made
that no two lhomesteads should be loeated along any shore
or navigable water except with. a space of 80 rods between
the two, and. that no homestead should be permitted to be
entered that extended for more than 160 rods along the
shore. Now, Mr. President, the shore lines of Alaska are
more than 26,000 miles in extent, and if you add to that the
banks of the navigable streams:- of Alaska, they perhaps are
of equal length; so that it really has the effect of exempting
50,000 miles of shore and stream. line there from homestead
entry. It has been found by the department that that works
to very great disadvantage, and this bill provides an. amend-
ment of the law which makes it possible for the Seecretary of
the Interior to grant two homesteads adjoining where in his
judgment the faects warrant his doing so.

Mr. KING.. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. NEW. I do.

Mr. KING. Does it diminish at all the obligation resting
upon the homesteader to conform to certain requirements?

Mr. NEW. Not at alL

No; I think, if the chairman will

Mr. KING. And there was a unanimous report of the com-
mittee ?
Mr. NEW. Yes; the committee report is entirely favorable,

and it has been recommended, Mr. President, by Secretary Lane,
by Secretary Houston, and by Secretary Meredith,.

Mpr. KING: I have no objection, Mr. President,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
‘Thears: nones ;

There being no objection, the Senate; as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R, 10808) to provide
for the abolition of the 80-rod reserved shore”spactes between
claims on shore waters in Alaska, which was read, as follows:
(30 B h o 4007, exmdtir e Domestead tawe: by Alaske: Sud of
the act of March 3, 1003 (32 Stat. L., p. 1028), amendatory. théreof; in

i

width between tractg sold or entered under theé provisions thereof

-ter for cancellations would get §138 a year.

far as they reserve from sale and entry a. space of at least 80 rods.

along the shore of any navigable water, and provide that no entry shall
be allowed extending more than 180 rods along the shore of any navi-
gable water, shall not apply to lands class and listed by tgc Sec-
retary of Agriculture for entry under the act of June 11, 1906 (34
Stats,, p. 283), and that the Secretary of the Interior may upon appli--
cation to enter or otherwise in his discretion restore to entry and dis-
position: such reserved spaces and may waive the restriction that no
entry shall be allowed extending more than 160 rods along the shore.
of any navigable water as to.such lands as he shall determine are not
necessary for harborage uses and purposes,

The bill. was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed..
' RECLASSIFICATION OF POSTAL EMPLOYEES—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. STERLING. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration. of the conference report on: House bill 14338, relating:
to postal salaries.

The motion: was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the report of the committee of conference on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate
to the bill (H. R. 14338) to reclassify postmasters and employees
of the Postal Service and readjust their salaries and compensa-
tion om an equitable basis,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, this matter was reported,
I believe, by the Postal Salaries: Commission just before we re-
cessed, and I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the
amendment which was- adopted touching fourth-class postmas-
ters. In the original report of the commission the salaries pro--
vided for fourth-clhss postmasters were reduced. There was:
an amendment adopted in the House, and that did not remedy
the situation, buf the fourth-class postmasters, in practically
every instance, with two exceptions, I think, were reduced from:
the present salaries they are getting. So I offered an amend-
ment which cured that defect and increased by a small amount
the salaries of the fourth-class postmasters.. I want to state to
the Senate that if this report is: adopted the amendment we
adopted the other day will be practically knocked out and we
will give the fourth-class postmaster practically no increase.
No one need vote for this report thinking he is doing anything
for the fourth-class postmasters-inipropertion to what we should
do for them.

If I misstate the figures I am about to give, I want the Sengs
tor from South Dakota [Mr, Sterrine] to call my attention to
the error, because I have compared my figures with the estimates
on this proposition.

Under the present Imw the postmaster who gets $25 per quar-
Under my amend-
ment he would get $145. Under the commission’s report, with.
this amendment of the conference committee, it will remain the
same—3$145. If he gets $75 for cancellations a quarter, under
the amendment I have proposed, which the Senate adopted, he
would get $435 a year. Under the present plan he gets $414..
Under the plan adopted by the conférence committee lie gets
$435—the same.

Now we: get down: to. §100 cancellations. Under the present
plan he gets $460 a year. My amendment carried it to $580.
Under the amendment now proposed in this conference report
it is reduced $100 a year; in other words, to $480. That is an
increase for the postmasters who get $100 per year for cancella-
tions of $20 a year, or $5 a quarter.

If he gets $150 cancellations a quarter, under the present
plan he gets $598 a year. Under the amendment which the
Senate adopted he would get $730 a year. TUnder the plan now
proposed in this conference report he would get only $610, an
increase of $12 a year for those postmasters. Three dollars a
quarter is the increase provided for in:this report.

Am I correet, may I ask the Senator?

Mr. STERLING. The Senator is substantially correect, so far.

Mr. HARRISON, Those are the figures, are they not?

Mr. STERLING, They are.

Mr. HARRISON. If it is $200 a quarter cancellations, under
the present law he would get $736 a year. Under the amend-
ment we adopted in the Senate he would get $030 a year.
Under the plan now proposed to be adopted it would be $760
a year, or an increase from the present salaries of $24 a year,
or $6 a quarter.

If the cancellations are $250 a quarter, under the present
plan_he would get $851 a year. Under the amendment I pro-
pose he would get $1,110 a year. Under the plan now suggested
by the conference committee he would get $880 a year. In
other words, there would be a reduction, from the plan which
the Senate adopted, of $230 a year.

If the cancellations are $300, under the present Iaw he would
get $966 a year, Under the plan adopted by the Senate he
would get $1,275 a year. But the conferees now have: reduced
it from the amount fixed by the Senate $274 a year, providing
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an increase for that class of postmasters of only $34 a year, or
around $8.50 a quarter.

You have given under this report practically $40,000,000 a
year to the other employees of the Postal System of the coun-
try, and you have provided only the increases I have pointed
out for the fourth-class postmasters.

It would geem to me that the conferees should have insisted
on the action of the Senate and given to these men, who get
these small salaries, the small pittance which was proposed in
the amendment which was adopted, which passed the Sepate
practically unanimously. Yet the views of the Senate are
thwarted and a conference report comes in which practically
repudiates what we did.

1 shall vote for the report, because I think it carries increases
for men in many other instances which we should grant, but I
am not voting fer it under a delusion or a snare. I know what
I am voting for, and I know I am not voting for a sufficient
amount for the fourth-class postmasters.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President, it is not my intention to pro-
long the debate on this report for more than a monmrent. I
was not here yesterday evening when this bill was passed. I
had intended at that time to submit a few observations upon it.

The bill may be, and probably is, an equitable one, but it has
been attended by some features which, in my judgment, are not
creditable and certainly not convincing to me of its equity. I
do not believe a bill designed to secure such large sums of
money from the Treasury of the United States ever had behind
it such a systematic, widespread, disciplined, and thorough or-
ganization. It seemed to embrace all classes and conditions of
men, in consequence of which a pressure was brought upon the
activities of the Congress which appears to have been irre-
sistible. If the equities of the bill are what are claimed for it,
I am unable to perceive the necessity for resorting to such
methods to secure its enactment, If it is not possessed of such
equities, then the methods referred to are entirely wrong.

I regard the bill as having been passed practically with a
pistol at the head of Congress. We have thereby established a
precedent. Ierhaps precedents were established before, but
certainly we have thereby established a most significant one.
The success of the movement is bound to breed its repetition
time and time again in the future, whenever a large class of
people have designs upon the Treasury of the United States.

I do not say, Mr. President, that the postal employees had
any design upon the Treasury which was not perfectly legiti-
mate, but I do maintain that the agreement to which I ealled
the attention of the Senate last week, whereby the great influ-
ence of one of the first-class periodicals of the country, justly
possessing the confidence of most people, was made the basis
under which this propaganda was powerfully stimulated, and
with a profit to the periodical to which I refer which in all
probability will be measured in millions, certainly in hundreds
of thousands of dollars.

Mr. PHIPPS, Mr., President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-
rado yield te his colleague?

Mr. THOMAS. I yield.

Mr. PHIPPS. I would like to inquire if my colleague thinks
that the publication to which he refers had any influence what-
ever on the action of the commission which was working on the
postal salaries bill, or on the votes of any Member of the Senate
which passed the bill, or that it hastened the action of the com-
mission in reaching its recommendations? I think not.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not think it had any influence upon the
commission, but I have no more doubt that it had its influence
upon the Congress of the United States than I have that I am
standing here.  That is what it was designed for; that was its
purpose; it could not have had any other.

When we congider, Mr. President, that not a telegraph mes-
sage from the National Capital relating to this subject has ap-
peared in the publi¢ prints anywhere, I am justified in the con-
clusion that the press of the country are particeps criminis with
the Literary Digest and will receive their compensation here-
after in an organized assault against the present rates on
second-class postage.

Since the publication of the advertisement in the Literary
Digest I understand that the House committee has reported a
bill to suspend the operation of that part of the present system
of postal rates which is to take effect upon the 1st of July. Of
course, nothing can be done with it, because we are about to
adjourn. It is the beginning. Unless I am greatly mistaken,
next winter the same forces will be active for the repealing of
that statute, or at least for its nullification, whereby the rates
will go back to what they were before the war,

Therefore the situation is one, Mr. President, in which, in the
first instance, a large additional amount is added to our annual

expenditures; in the second place, the revenues will be decreased
to the extent to which this scheme will be successful. The peo-
ple ought to be acquainted with these things. They can not be
informed of them if the press is in league to prevent it, and it
was that aspect of the measure to which I wished to address
myself last night.

Mr. President, I have said all that I care to say.

Mr. SMITH of Georgla. Mr. President, I do not desire to
take issue with the criticism by the Senator from Colorado of
the course of the great journal to which he referred, but I do
not feel that the action of any newspaper, or a dozen news-
papers, is a sufficient reason for criticizing this bill, or this
plan for an increase to certain postal employees reported by our
commission,

I have examined the report, not thoroughly, but far enough
to satisfy myself, I am satisfied that it was carefully, honestly,
and faithfully made, and made also with the view of all pos-
sible economy. That many of our postal employees have been
paid less, and even under this increase will be paid less, than
work of similar value requiring similar attention and intelli-
gence receives in private employment, I have no doubt. That
the increases allowed do not at all equal the increase of ex-
penses to-day as compared to former salaries, I am satisfied.

While I have been careful to avoid voting for measures that
I felt encroached upon the Treasury, I do not see how we could
have done less, and I do not see how the commission could have
done less than it did in its report. .

I agree with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HanrgisoN]

in regretting that the amendment placed upon the bill by the

Senate applicable to fourth-class postmasters was not retained
in conference, but we have the bill now before us as the result
of the work of the conference, and we adjourn, I ean still say
to-morrow, though in a few moments I can say to-day, because
the hands of the clock are just passing 12 o'clock midnight, It
cand not be hoped now that any additional modification can be
made.

I regard the bill as thoroughly meritorious, and therefore I
give the report my cordial support.

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— s

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
vield to the Senator from Utah? ;

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I yield. ;

Mr. KING, I supported the bill because I believed there
was very much merit in it, but in view of the implied criticism
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THoyAs] by the Senator
from Georgia, I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia
whether, in his opinion, it is ethical and proper for persons who
seek appropriations from Congress to carry on a propaganda,’
nation wide in its extent, making arrangements with news-:
papers by the terms of which or pursuant to which the news-
papers get behind the movement? [

Does the Senator think, if it be a fact, and I do not aver that
it is, that the newspapers were to be the beneficiaries of this
movement, and the movement was to be ecarried forward to
the extent of trying to secure benefits with respect to second-
class postal rates, that that would be ethical and proper, or
does he not have words of condemnation for it?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. In the first place, nothing I said
was in any way in criticism of the Senator from Colorado.
I opened my remarks by expressing my sympathy with the
criticism that he placed upon one of the great journals that
was engaged in a line of conduct which he condemned. I
passed from that to the proposition that, without regard to the
conduct of certain newspapers, I believed the work of our com-
mission was a splendid piece of work, and, in my judgment,
they have certainly not gone further in advancing the compen-
sation to those to whom they gave advances than the situa-
tion absolutely required

Mr. THOMAS, Mr, President—— 1

_Mr. SMITH of Georgia. One moment. I sought to discuss

the question and to let it be understood that my advocacy of
the measure was based upon the merits of the report of our
representatives who worked out so faithfully in detail these
increases.

I now yield to the Senator from Colorado.

Mr. THOMAS. Let me say that in all probability I should
have voted for the measure, although I would have been much
better satisfied if I could have had the time to examine fully
into the report made by the commission.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to add that not simply in
the interest of the men but in the interest of the service I
believe our representatives have given increases that are neces-
sary to sustain and hold up the service and retain in it the
trained employees connected with it, who otherwise would go
into other lines of employment in which the compensation for
relative intelligence is higher.
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AMr. STERLING. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word.
First, with reference to certain publications and their possible
influence upon the work of the commission, I think I voice the
opinion of every member of the commission who had this mat-
ter under consideration for many months when I say that
they were influenced in no degree whatever by what appeared
in the Literary Digest, the Chicago Tribune, the New York
Times, or any other great periodical in the country. But I
think we may be well impressed with the idea that where
there was so much comment in newspapers and periodicals
throughout the country and in all sections of the country in
regard to the inadequate salaries of the postal employees there
was some foundation for it.

It may have been that here and there some of the statements
were exaggerated, and that conditions were not so deplorable
as pictured in some of the publications. I think when we con-
sider the times as they have been, the high cost of living and
the salaries these men have actually received, especially car-
riers in the Postal Service and postal clerks in the service, we
will realize that there was need for an adjustment of those
salaries and for a substantial increase in the salaries of carriers
and clerks especially.

The commission has had in mind, too, in not fixing these
salaries beyond where they have gone, the hope that the high
cost of living will not go higher, that we have reached the crest
of the wave, and that the tendency from this time on will be
downward. That was of some slight consideration in fixing the
inereases as modestly as we did fix them.

But now, Mr. President, I wish to call attention for just a

moment to the eriticisms of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.,
Hagrison] in regard to the salaries of fourth-class TS,
The Senator from Mississippi was right in the figures he gave
as to the present compensation received by postmasters of this
class, and right in the compensation awarded by the commission
and agreed to in conference finally.

But for all post offices where the cancellations amounted to
$25 the increase proposed by the Senator from Mississippi is
exactly the same as that proposed by the conferees and agreed
to in conference. 'Where the cancellations amounted to the sum
of $50 the increase given by the commission and by the con-
ferees is exactly the same as that proposed by the Senator from
Mississippi. In all cases where the cancellations are $75 the
inerease proposed by the Senator from Mississippi is exactly the
same as that agreed upon in conference.

Thence on to $1,000 or near that sum the increases agreed upon
by the conferees are not so great as those proposed by the
Senator from Mississippi.

The contention of the conferees on the part of the House was

- not without some reason. I may say that now, and I would say
it with even more emphasis if I entertained much doubt in my
mind in regard to the adoption of the conference report, but
they were unyielding in their opposition to changing the salaries
of the fourth-class postmasters.

Why do I say that their opposition was not without some rea-
son? I say it because it would involve a cost of at least $6,000,-
000 to carry out the increases provided for in the amendment
offered the other evening by the Senator from Mississippi and
adopted here without any discussion in the Senate. We are
receiving now $23,000,000 under the present compensation rates
from post offices of the fourth class. We disburse a little more
than $20,000,000, leaving about $3,000,000 surplus. Under the
increases proposed by the Senator from Mississippi the
$3,000,000 surplus would be entirely wiped out and it would
cost the Government of the United States $3,000,000 on top
of that.

How would it cost that? It would arise first directly because
of the increase, but as great an increase in cost to the Govern-
ment, if not a greater one, would arise indirectly from the
fact that under the basis proposed by the Senator from Missis-
sippi the men in the fourth-class post offices would be advanced
with great rapidity into the post offices of the third eclass, with
the additional expenses of the third-class post offices, such as
clerk hire, such as rent, such as fuel, light, and so'forth.
This would make the great increase of at least $6,000,000.

Why, Mr. President, under the proposition of the Senator
from Mississippi we would not increase those whose cancella-
tions do not exceed $75 per quarter, and that involves 20,360
fourth-class postmasters, nearly one-half of the whole number
of fourth-class postmasters. Take the cancellations ranging
from $75 to $100 a quarter on which we gave an increase to 120
per cent, instead of 115 per cent, and there are 8,669 post-
masters who are affected, leaving a remainder of 18,043 post-
masters receiving still more.

This is the way in which the additional cost ta theGovem-
,ment is made up. Although under some schedules which were

L

proposed some of the fourth-class postmasters would receive
less than they are receiving now with bonuses which are given
them, yet under the plan agreed to in conference there is not
a fourth-class postmaster but receives some increase, although
in instances it might be a slight one, amounting to a few
dollars only.

The PRESIDING CFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

- RIVERE AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, some time ago
the House passed a river and harbor bill providing for $12,-
000,000. It came over to the Senate and the Commerce Com-
mittee put varions amendments upon it and recommended that
the amount of $12,000,000 be increased to $20,000,000. On the
floor of the Senate this amount was raised to $24,000,000 and
the bill was sent to conference.

We held a conference with the conferees on the part of the
House and reached an agreement on all the amendments that
were made, except upon amendment No. 1. This amendment
is the amendment providing for the amount _to be carried in the
bill.

We had a further conference w-ll.h reference to that and have
been unable to reach an agreement. The Senate conferees pro-

to the House conferees at the first conference, after con-
siderable discussion and after considering the facts which were
brought out, to agree to $18,000,000 ; but the House refused. We
brought the report to the Senate, the report was accepted, and
the bill was sent back to conference.

We had another meeting, and after farther consideration and
discussion, and noting the attitude of the House, the Senate con-
ferees proposed to accept $15,000,000.

Mr. KING. Was that refusal on the part of the Senate or
the House conferees?

Mr. JONES of Washington. The proposal was made by the
Senate members of the conference committee; but the House
refused to accept that amount. We sepamted and we have
since had no meeting. We have asked the House conferees for
a meeting in order that we might report a disagreement, so that
if the report went to the House first that body could act upon
it and give their conferees such direction as they might deem
wise, The House members of the conference committee advised
us when they asked for the second conference that the House
was inelined to instruet them to insist upon the House provision,
but they did not do so. Our request that we should meet and
report a disagreement, so that either House might have an
opportunity to pass upon the matter, was refused. It seems
that the House conferees are determined that there shall be no
river and harbor bill or that it shall carry no greater amount
than $12,000,000.

The Senate conferees, in view of the action of the Senate, did
not feel justified in assuming the responsibility of receding from
the Senate amendment. I have therefore decided to bring the
matter before the Senate and let the Senate take such action as
it sees fit. 8o, Mr. President, I move that the Senate recede
from its amendment.

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr, JONES of Washington., Yes; I will yield the floor to the
Senator from Missouri if he desires to discuss the matter.

Mr. SPENCER. I only wish to say a word or two.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have sent for the Senator from
Mississippl [Mr. Harrisox]. I think he desires to discuss it

Mr. SPENCER. Mr, President, this matter is, of course, of
vital interest to the Mississippi Valley, and I should much dis-
like to see anything interfere with the proper development of
the waterways of that section. There is no reason why the
Senate should not insist upon an amendment that is supported
by reason, but here are the facts in this case:

The House arbitrarily fixed the amount of the appropriation
at $12,000,000; they fixed that sum notwithstanding the depart-
ment which had the matter in charge had reported that $24,~
000,000 was the least that they could get along with.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SPENCER. I yield, with pleasure,

Mr. KING. Is it not a fact, however, that there is a con
siderable undisbursed balance which is available for the current
year, and that that prompted the House to take the position
which it did?

Furthermore, the House took into account the financial obli-
gations resting upon the Government, and, in that spirit of
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economy which I commend to the Senate, determined to reduce
the appropriation to the lowest possible amount.

Mr. SPENCER. Of that spirit I cordially approve, and I am
taking into account the amount of the available balance. I can
give an illustration in a moment which I think will explain the
matter.

Fully considering the available unexpended balance, the Engi-
neer Department, having charge of waterway improvements,
insisted that $24,000,000 was the least that they could get along
with. When the committee considered the matter—and I am
not on the committee—they finally made up their minds, as I
recollect, to report $18,000,000.
will correct me if I am wrong.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Our committee reported $20,-
000,000,

Mr. SPENCER, The committee reported $20,000,000 as being
the minimum amount that could possibly provide for river and
harbor work next year.

Mr. REED. The amount was $24,000,000.

Mr. SPENCER. The committee reported $20,000,000. When
the bill reached the Senate there was an effort to secure $27,000,-
000, but the Senate finally determined that $24,000,000, which
was the minimum estimate of the department, was the least that
ounght to be appropriated for the development of the inland
waterways of the country.

The matter went to the conference, Of course, I have a cer-
tain amount of pride in the judgment of the Senate, all the
more so when it is based upon the actual estimate of the de-
partment; but when the bill went to conference the House
replied, “ We stand on §12,000,000.” Such a position is inde-
fensible in reason; it has no estimate fo support it; it is a mere
arbitrary statement ostensibly based on the grou.nd of economy.
I am free to say for myself that I would rather say to the
House, “ Let the whole inland waterways bill fail,” than have
the Senate recede from its amendment, which has every reason
back of it, merely to meet a position of the House which is not
founded upon reason. I hope the Senate will refuse to recede;
and if that refusal to recede defeats the whole bill, let it be
defeated, because the Senate is right in the matter.

One word more and I am through. This is the situation as
to the unexpended balance: Between Cairo and St. Louis there
is available for the next year $262,000. There is a fair channel
between the Gulf and the Ohio at Cairo, perhaps n 9-foot channel.
Tts usefulness is greatly limited unless it is continued to St
Louis; the thousand and more miles upon which the steamers
can travel up to the Ohio River avail little if the 120 miles
between the Ohio and St. Louis or the Missouri are not navi-
gable. The estimates show that for that short distance to pro-
vide even an 8-foot channel in the next year will require from
$500,000 to $800,000. We might as well have no bill as to let
an unexpended balance of $262,000, which will not accomplish
the purpose, be the only amount that we have available. I
would as soon have nothing as that.,

Mr. CALDER, Mr, President, as a member of the Committee
on Commerce, and as one who urged a larger appropriation
than that authorized by the House, I regret very much the at-
titude of the House conferees. I stated in the Committee on
Commerce and before the Senate that river and harbor work
would cost this year more than double what it cost two or
three years ago; that labor would cost two or three times more as
well as material; and that $24,000,000, or at least $20,000,000,
which was the amount the Committee on Commerce reported,
ought to have been authorized. However, I have made some in-
quiries about the situation in the House in the last two or three
days, and I know there is a group of men in the House, particu-
larly those who are in control of the River and Harbor Commit-
tee, who have determined that unless we agree to the $12,000,000
appropriation they will let the bill fail; in fact, I know that
some members of the committee would prefer to have the bill
fail.

I am not willing to have that done; I would rather have
$12,000,000 than to have nothing. I say this, Mr. President, not
because of any interest my city or my State may have, for of
the unexpended balance there is more to the credit of the im-
provements in and about the harbor of New York, the Hudson
River and the East River than there is to the credit of any
other great improvement in the country. The money appro-
priated by the bill is needed more in other sections of the
country than it is in New York; but I think that, in the interest
of river and harbor improvements of the country generally, the
bill should not fail, and therefore I trust that when the Senate
comes to vote on the matter it will determine to accept $12,000,-
000 rather than to let the bill fail.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
Fh%ntheﬂenamtakesareoesa to-day it be until 11 o'clock this
morning.

The Senator from Washington.

try a policy of piecemeal construction.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, we have reached a stage in our
proceedings when the disposition of the Senate is to do almost
anything to get its business through in any kind of shape. For
that sentiment I have no criticism. I do not rise to make any
perfunctory remarks, but rather to insist that the interest of
the country demands that the Senate shall adhere to its amend-
ment to the river and harbor bill. If I can claim the attention
of the Senators who are present for a few moments, I should
like to submit my reasons for the position which I take.

The work of river and harbor improvement, broadly speaking,

| is of two characters. In some places it consists in the removal
1 from harbors of permanent obstructions, such as great rocks and

reefs, which constitute an embargo upon the free movements
of vessels. That character of work may be prosecuted by piece-
meal, because in so far as it is prosecuted it is permanent.
This much, however, is to be said, that if the appropriation fails
and the work lags the expense of moving equipment and of dis-
organizing the working forces, and all that is incidental to the
breaking up of work already established, is exceedingly ex-
pensive, Nevertheless, the work is permanent in its character,
and what is done is not absolutely lost; but in the improvement
of rivers, to a very large extent it may be said that if work is
only partially done, if it is not prosecuted to its completion, it
is subject to destruction, to entire loss. A revetment along the
bank of a stream which needs to be completed, if left in its un-
completed state, is liable to be entirely destroyed by the next
flood, but. if completed it will remain there for many years.

We have been for years pursuing upon the rivers of this coun-
That was bad enough,
because,. pursued in that way, much of the work was destroyed
from year to year which could have been made permanent by
the expenditure of a reasonable additional amount, and thus the
money could have realized its value. Even that pelicy, however,
is now to be abandoned. The amount appropriated by the
House of Representatives is not sufficient even to maintain the
improvements that are in place in their present condition. The
appropriation of $12,000,000 is practically the waste of $12,-
000,000, or, at least, the waste of a very large part of it.

We are.in the situation that a man is in with a house without
a roof upon it, and we propose to appropriate just about
enough money to half maintain the walls, and in the meantime
the elements are destroying the entire strueture. We either
ought to appropriate enough money to bring these improvements
to a condition where their value can be realized and where their
permanency can be insured, or we ought to stop appropriating
altogether.

The House of Representatives has taken a position upon this
proposition that is absolutely indefensible. As was well stated
by my colleague [Mr. Spexcer], there is no estimate by any
officer of the Government warranting an appropriation of
$12,000,000. It is an arbitrary figure, fixed by some gentlemen
who have established, in their own minds, an arbitrary stand-
ard which they propose to follow. The arbitrary figure was
fixed by a political steering committee which has more regard
for a pelitical argument in the coming campaign than it has
for the welfare of this country. A lot of gentlemen got their
heads together and said, in substanee and effect, “ We must
show the American people that a Republican Congress has
saved them money ”; and they picked out the river and harbor
bill as the example of economy, and they have thought in their
fatuous manner that they could go before the American people
and say, “Previous Congresses appropriated thirty or forty
miilions of dollars, and, behold, we have saved you the differ-
ence between that amount and $12,000,000.”

This is rather plain talk, but it is true talk; and at the same
time that they have been cutting down the river and harbor
appropriations they have been voting for bills that would take
out of the Public Treasury, if they become laws, hundreds of
millions of dollars. The House of Representatives did not find
any difficulty in passing a bill a few days ago or a few hours
ago, for purely political reasons, which would cost the Ameriean
people in the long run hundreds of millions of dollars. They
thought there were votes back of that measure, and day after
day has witnessed the passage of measures that have disre-
garded every principle of economy. The one subject that is
picked out as an example of economy and reform is the rivers
and harbors of this country. -

These gentlemen may think they are going to fool the Ameri-
can people, but the American people have never yet been de-
ceived by so cheap a device and so transparent a subterfuge.
The American people have practical sense enough to know the
difference between an expenditure which is an outlay of money,
pure and simple, and which brings nothing back to the Gov-
ernment or the people, and an expenditure of money which will
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bring back a hundred or a thousand fold. The American people
will appreciate the fact that for cheap political claptrap the
internal improvements of this country have been sacrificed.

We are talking about sending money to Europe by the mil-
lions and expending it over there to build roads and rehabili-
tate foreign lands and at the same moment we propose to
arrest a great system of internal improvements in our own
land which has been all too much retarded in the past. Instead
of this Congress sitting down to see how little money they can
expend in improving the highways of this land and indulging
in the cheap play of politics and in cheeseparing operations, we
ought to be inaugurating at this period of our national develop-
ment the greatest scheme of internal development ever con-
ceived.

The highways that nature has builded for us ought to be
harnessed and employed. The swamp lands that are richer than
the Valley of the Nile ought to be reclaimed and given to agri-
culture and production. The arid lands of the West ought to
be watered and transformed into gardens. The money of the
people ought to be expended to make this the richest and most
prosperous country in the world, and to multiply the advan-
tages we already have achieved. I say that if this policy of
improvement, all too poorly pursued in the past, is to be
abandoned, let us abandon it all, and let the House of Repre-
sentatives take the responsibility of killing the entire bill. Bet-
ter no bill at all than this sort of legislative fraud that is being
perpetrated.

[At this point a message was received from the House of Rep-
resentatives announcing that the House had agreed to the con-
ference report on H. R. 10378, the merchant marine bill.]

Mr. REED. Mr. President, that bill has finally been passed,

and I say that a million dollars was taken from the American’

people by its passage. I understand it was passed by a party
vote in the House, and I am glad the Democrats are beginning
to wake up. I do not know that my information is strictly ac-
curate, but that is the information I have., Every man in this
body who voted to exempt the ship companies from taxation,
while they impose taxes upon the wage earner, will be apologiz-
ing for it.

I do not intend to waste my energies talking here very much
longer. I say to reject this report and send it back for further
conference, Let us see whether the House of Rlepresentatives
will defeat the entire bill.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, the Senator must
have a misunderstanding. We are not submitting any report.
The conferees on the part of the House, as I stated a while ago,
have refused to confer even to repert a disagreement, and I
have simply brought the question before the Senate as to
whether or not the Senate will recede from its amendments.

Mr. REED. Very well. I thank the Senator. I say to send
back word to the House that the Senate proposes to stand by
its aetion. 1 have been in this body now nearly 10 years, a
good deal longer than any man ought to be required to undergo
what we undergo here, and I have seen the Senate bulldezed by
the House of Representatives until I am tired of it. I have
never seen the House of Representatives shut its jaws yet but
what the Senate lay down, never once. I admire the House
for their courage and tenacity, but it is time that this Chamber
manifested a little spirit itself.

Mr. President, I hope the word will go back to the House of
Representatives that the Senate proposes to stand by its action,
that we shall take that position and maintain it, and if we
have no river and harbor bill, let the House of Representatives
take the responsibility, for a river and harbor bill which carries
only $12,000,000 is just the same as no river and harbor bill;
it is worse than that, indeed, because a Jarge part of the
$12,000,000 will be wasted for the reasons I gave in the be-
ginning of my remarks.

Mr. President, that is my view of it and I am one of those
who are interested in the river and harbor bill.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House agrees to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 10378) to provide for the promotion and maintenance
of the American merchant marine, to repeal certain emergency
legislation, and provide for the disposition, regulation, and use
of property acquired thereunder, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

H. R.13742. An act to amend sections 3 and 6 of the act of
July 11, 1916, entitled “An act to provide that the United States

shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and
for other purposes,” as amended by sections 5 and 6 of the act
of February 28, 1919, entitled “An act making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1020, and for other purposes”; and

H. J. Res. 270. Joint resolution authorizing the erection of a
monument marking the starting point of the motor convoy from
Washington to San Francisco.

MOTOR CONVOY, '

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, if I can get unanimous
consent I would like to have the Presiding Officer lay before
the Senate the joint resolution which has just been received
from the House. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpegee in the chair).
The Chair lays before the Senate-House joint resolution 270.
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 270) authorizing the erection of
a monument marking the starting point of the motor convoy
from Washington to San Francisco was read twice by its title.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, that convoy is going over
what is known as the Bankhead Highway, a highway named
after my late colleague. Some of his friends want to have the
privilege of placing a marker there as a monument to him.
I do not think it is necessary for me to say more. It will cost
the Government nothing. It merely gives the authority. If
there is no objection, I would like to have it passed now.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered
as in Committee of the Whole, and it was read as follows:

Resolved, ete.,, That the Becretary of War Is hereby authorized to
%ermlt the replacement of the temporary monument located on the

nited Btates meridian of longitude at a point on the north side of the
Ellipse, within the District of Columbia, by & permanent monument,
which shall mark the starting point of the motor convoy from Wash-
ington, D, C,, to Ban Franciseo, Calif., and which may serve as a point
from which distances may be measured on United States highways
radiating from Washington, D. C. Buch replacement shall be made
without expense to the United States, and the design of such monument
shall be approved by the Commission of Fine Arts,

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. T

H. R. 13742. An act to amend sections 3 and 6 of the act of
July 11, 1916, entitled “An act to provide that the United States
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and
for other purposes,” as amended by sections 5 and 6 of the act
of February 28, 1919, entitled “An act making appropriations
for the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes,” was read twice
by its title and referred to the Committee on Iost Offices and
Post Roads. <

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, there is a good deal of force
in what has just been said so eloquently by the two Senators
from uri.

I can not agree, however, with the conclusions of the two
gentlemen in desiring to have this bill fail because we can not
get the House to agree with the wishes of the Senate in this
matter. I am a member of the Commerce Committee, and I was
quite active in helping to prepare this bill.

The bill as reported from the committee carried $20,000,000,
which was less than I thoaght it should carry by a pretty con-
siderable sum. I was glad when the Senate raised the amount
to $24,000,000. But, Mr. President and Senators, I have tried
to be practical in this body and elsewhere.

The conferees representing the Senate, after considerable
effort, finally offered the House conferees to take $15,000,000.
Fifteen million dollars is only $3,000,000 more than the House
passed. The $15,000,000 which we agreed to was a reduction of
75 per cent in the increase which we had made in the bill, and
I submit, Mr. President and Senators, I assure you we went
into it carefully, conferring again with the engineers of the
Army, after having conferred with them very carefully before
reporting the bill to the Senate, and if, after the most mature
study, we stand ready to compromise on a basis of $15,000,000,
there is not going to be very great harm done if we now com-
promise further and take $12,000,000. That is a general
proposition,

I wish to call the attention of the Senators to the fact that
this bill earries a great deal besides the mere appropriation
of $12,000,000.. It provides for 113 surveys. Many Senators,
in discussing the bill, have overlooked that fact entirely. There
are a number of most important changes in the various water-
way projects of this country, and surveys on 113 of them are
ordered in this bill.

All the Senators know that the engineers can not carry on
any work of importance on any river or on any harbor unless
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the project has first been surveyed under an order made by
the Congress in a river and harbor bill. That is the initial
step. In this bill we have ordered 113 such surveys. That is
quite important as a preliminary step to the very liberal bill
which many of us hope will be enacted next December,

There are also other very important provisions in this bill,
one of which authorizes sums given for maintenance of pmjects
to be used by the engineers in the prosecution of those projects,
and vice versa. It has been customary to make a certain appro-
priantion to maintain a project, and a certain appropriation to
prosecute work on the project.

It is very advantageous to authorize the Eng'ineer Corps to
gpend those sums. There is a provision of that kind in this
bill. It has never been passed heretofore in any river and
harbor bill. The engineers regard it as quite important, and I
am sure it is a very important provision.

There are also special and guite important provisions in
regard to the Yakima Bay, Oreg.; to the harbor at Milwaukee,
* Wis.; to the Delaware River between the city of Philadelphia
and the city of Trenton ; to St. Johns River, Fla. ; to the Cumber-
land River above Nashville, Tenn.; to Willapa Harbor and
River in the State of Washington ; to the Houston ship channel;
and to the Savannah River; special items authorizing measures
of more or less importance to all those projects I have named,
and in some instances the provisions are very important indeed
to those localities,

Then there is an item repealing a provision passed in the
act of last year which said that unless the work could be
done on a river and harbor project at not more than 40 per cent
over and above the estimated cost of that work when the
original survey was made on which Congress ordered the work
to be done, it could not be undertaken. All of us know that
publie works and private works of every kind have increased a
great deal more than 40 per cent. Any of us who has attempted
to build a house or to do improvement of any kind in the last 12
months knows that it can not be done for anything like 40 per
-cent over and above the estimated cost of that project two or
three or four years ago. So the imposition of that provision
practically nullifies our authority to do the work on quite a
number of projects. This bill proposes to repeal that provision.
It is too onerous. It ties the hands of the Engineer Corps.
The House made no objection to that.

Another important provision, one quite important to a number
of poor people, is that which authorizes the engineers, in case
of damage done by collision between any of the boats or barges
belonging to the Engineer Corps and some private interests,
to settle the claims for damages without resort to Congress
or the courts, provided those claims do not exceed $500 in
amount. You can readily see that in a big country like this,
with so many transactions carried on as come up under the

work of the Engineer Corps, there are a great many cases
where the damages amount to less than $500, and it would be
a very great hardship not to have these matters settled promptly
by the Engineer Corps of the Army, just as for years the Navy
Department has been authorized to settle similar claims,

There are other provisions here which I will not attempt to
take the time of the Senate to explain. I simply wish to repeat
what I have already said, that while I am greatly disappointed
that we can not get what we feel we should have, I believe
we should recede and accept the $12,000,000 which the House
is willing to give us. I think it is far better than not to
have any river and harbor bill, and I earnestly hope that
we will vote to recede from our disagreement and let this bill

pass.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move that the Senate recede
:rrom its amendment No, 1 to the river and harbor appropriation
bill

The motion was agreed to.

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, there is a bill which eame
over from the House a little while ago for the construction of
a bridge across the Monongahela River, Pa. The Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Kxox] is very anxious to have the bill
ﬂm' and I ask unaninmous consent for its present considera-

on.

There being no objection, the bill (H. R, 13962) to extend the
time for the construction of a bridge across the Monongahela
River at or near the borough of Wilson, in the county of Alle-
gheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, was considered
as in Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the times for eomme:ncl%z and compleﬂns

ONETress approve

the construction of a bridge, authorized by act of
February 27, 1919, to be bullt across the Monongahela River, at or near

the borough of Wilson, in the county of Allegheny, in the Common-
wealth of Pen.naylvnnm. are bereby extended two and four years, re-
spectively, from the date of approval hereof,

That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

AIDS TO NAVIGATION.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to report from the Com-
mittee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 10183) to authorize aids
to navigation and for other works in the Lighthouse Service,
and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent for its
present consideration. Before my request is submiited I de-
sire to make just a brief statement, because I know that the
first impression of the bill will be ugfavorable:

This is a bill to authorize aids fo navigation in connection
with light ships, lighthouse tenders, and things like that, for
the protection of life at sea and along our coast. It has pasaed
the House and was ordered favorably reported by the Commerce
Committee of the Senate a few days ago. The bill makes no
appropriation whatever. It simply authorizes work within cer-
tain limits as appropriations may hereafter be made, and the
necessity for it is based, as we are informed——

Mr. KING. If the Senator does not make any observations,
I think there will be no objection on this side of the Chamber. »

Mr. JONES of Washington. Very well; but I am not talking
for the purpose of being heard.

Mr. KING. Let us consider the bill. I have looked into it
and it seems to be a very meritorious measure.

Mr. JONES of Washington. It merely establishes a program
so that they can send estimates to Congress and they can be
considered and appropriations be made if they are found neces-
sary.

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 10183) to authorize
aids to navigation and for other work in the Lighthouse Service,
and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and it was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Becretary of Commerce i -
thorized to estab provide, or impmva’the fnllowlngcealga btgrenbgﬂ;:_

tion and other works in the Lighthouse Service, under the Depart-
ment of Commerce, in accordance with the respective limits of cost

hereinafter respecﬁvely set forth wbich ghall 1n no case be exceeded :

i ht.h tend: d
light vessels for tho Tighthouse. Secuicn” $5.000.000 2 Prosiiag Toa

the Secretary of War, the Secreta or the N : tll, rglfi deé?:i i :
: Iy e av!. &tlll e pping
are w

shall report to ‘the Secreu.ry of 8 they

to dispose of, and which by reasonahle alterations can be

Vediels Ghotid be > Justi e%rbughthonecemrzm Ry BN T i

expen T erations,

transfer of the shi slmll);:e made to the rtme:t oot alf:orlz!a.tuel'm.

and they shall be used for the purposes of act; and the sum

herein authorized shall be available for such repairs and be reduced
by the sums saved by the use of such vessels,

THIRD LICHTHOUSE DISTRICT.

Extending and enlaréln%ﬂt‘.he machj.ne shop at the general lighthouse
depot, Tompkinsville, Island, N. $15,000 additional to the
amount appropriated in act of July 19, 6

i];i: p to rdnferce foundations and protecl: them from e by
and ice nn%n.ke more accessible boat landings at certain 1 l:t sta-

"

FOURTH LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT.
Iiglgsobﬂng the aids to navigaiton at the entrance to Delaware Bay,

SIXTH LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT.
Completing the lighthouse depot for the sixth lighthouse district at
Charleston, ﬁ. 3{ ,000.
SEVENTH LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT,
n?stnb!ish!.ug and improving aids to navigation in Tampa Bay, Fla.,
Purchasing site and construct and equipplog a lighthouse depot
for the séventh lighthouse d.ls’trict.n‘i"’so.l)oo.
EIGHTH LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT,
Impro Galveston Jeity Light Station, Tex., including fog-signal
station, $6,500.
TWELFTE LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT,
mvini n!ds to navigation and establishing new alds at Luding-
tcrn,
smnm LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT.
improvements to aids to navigation in Alaska, includin
provm&n Point Retreat and Cape Hinchinbrook Light Btation $32,
construction of the lighthouse depot for the si:teenth
lghthouse trict, $12,000.
EIGHTEENTH LIGHTHOUSE ms'rmc'r
Establishing aids to navigation, California, $25,00
Constmcting‘ two keepe:.'siﬁ dwellings at the Goat msna Lighthousa
Depot, Calif.,

im-

NINETEENTH LIGHTHOUSE DISTRICT,

Consttuctmﬁ and equip l.ng a ‘llghthouse depot at Honolulu, Hnwau,
3120000 lieu of 590 rized in act of A 28, '19186.
Sec. That hereafter the aa.lary of the Superin endent’ of Naval
Conlttu.c'tion in the Bureau of Lighthouses shall be $4,000 per annum.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or«

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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MICHAEL M'GARVEY.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, there is on the calendar a
bill (H. k. 6407) for the relief of Michael MacGarvey, who was
injured while in the employ of the Government at Governors
Island, N. Y. The bill appropriates only £33 for injury received
by him, and I ask unanimous consent for its present considera-
tion,

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, and it was read as follows: :

Re it enacted, eie,, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $35 to Michael MacGarvey, police
laborer in the employ of the depot quartermaster; Governors Island,
N. Y., for damage caused to a set of false teeth incident to sald service,

The bill was reported 4o the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think if we are going to take
up bills from the calendar we ought to run through the calendar
under Rule VIII and take up the bills to which there is no
objection. I am going to ask at this time unanimous consent
that we proceed to the consideration of the calendar under
Rule VIIIL, and consider only bills to which there is no objec-
tion——

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator withhold that request
*for a moment?

Mr. SMOOT. And that the calendar be laid aside as soon as
any supply bill comes in.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
¥leld to the Senator from West Virginia? i

Mr. SMOOT. I yield.

LEATHER BTATISTICS.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. From the Committee on the Census I
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R.
10011) authorizing and directing the Director of the Census
to eollect and publish monthly statistics concerning hides, skins,
and leather, and I ask unanimous consent for its present con-
sideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir-
ginia requests unanimous consent for the present consideration
of the bill

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator from West Virginia
if those statistics are not now collected?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will say to the Senator that it has
been attempted to be done by the Department of Agriculture
through the Bureau of Markets, but it has been very imperfectly
done and it is not of real value. It will give a much more com-
plete view of the situation with reference to hides and leather,
and tend to steady the market. All those who are interested
in the subject, the tanners and the leather people, think this
a very much better way to get at it.

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill be read and let us see just what it
i, because I do not want a duplication of the work.

AMr. SUTHERLAND. It is not contemplated that there will
he a daplication at all. This will take the place of the other
work.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
request the reading of the entire bill?

Mr. SMOOT. I do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
bill,

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

Be it emacted, ete., That the Director of the Census be, and he is
hereby, imﬂmrhwd and directed to collect and publish statistics monthly
concerning—

(a) The quantities and classes of hides and skins, owned or stored,
and the quantities and classes of such products disposed of during the
Pmcedlug census month by packers, abattolrs, butchers, tanners, job-
wers, dealers, wholesalers, importers, and exporters ;

(h? The guantities and classes of hides and skins in the process of
tanning or manufacture, the quantities and amount of finished product

for the preceding month ;

(¢) The quantities and classes of leather owned or stored and manu-
factured during the preceding census month bf‘ tanners, jobbers, dealers,
wholesalers, importers, exporters, and establishments cutting or con-
suming lenther.

Sec. 2, That the information furnished bf any individual establish-
ment under the prewisions of this act shall be considered as aai:ru:tll?l
confidentlal and shall be used only for the statistical purposes for whic
it Is supplied. Agiv emFIogoe of the Bureau of Census who, without
the written authority of the Director of the Census, shall publish or
communicate any information given into his possession by reason of
his employment under the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a
misdemeanor and shall, upon eonviction thereof, be fined not more than
$£1,000 or imprisoned not more than one.year, or both.

Ec, 8. That it shall be the duty of every owner, president, or
trcgsu{er, secretkairf. dﬂl’r;ctlor. r.;rb% her 3;!:1'?1- or %ﬁm ﬁt any abattoir
and of any packing, ning, jobbin ng, wholesallng, importing,
or exportln‘; establishment where hides and skins are stored or so‘ig

. or leather is tanned, treated, finished, or stored or any em‘blishmenf
is engaged in the cutting of leather or in the production of boots and
shoes, gloves, saddlery, harness, or other manufactures of leather goods,
wherever leather is comsumed, when requested by the Director of the

The Secretary will read the

Census or by any special agent or other employee of the Census Office
acting under the instructions of said director to furnish completely
and accurately to the best of his know!edgie, all the information author-
ized to be collected by section 1 of this act. The demand of the
Director of the Census for such information shall be made in writing
or by a visiting representative and if made in writin% shall be for-
warded by rgﬁiatemi mail and the registry recelpt of the Post Office
Department shall be accepted as prima facle evidence of such demand,
Any owner, president, treasurer, secretary, director, or other officer
or agent of any establishment uired to furnish information under the
provisions of this act, who under the conditions hereinbefore stated
shall refuse or wiilfnllg neglect to furnish any of the information
herein provided for or shall willfully give answers that are false, shall
be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof, shall be fined
not more than §1,000,

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to ask the Senator from West Vir-
ginia about the appropriation that has been made in the Agri-
cultural appropriation bill for this very purpose. Is that re-
pealed, or will they go right on and spend that money and
then spend this amount under the Director of the Census?

Mr., SUTHERLAND. The understanding is that the Depart-
ment of Agriculture will cease the attempt to get these statis-
tics, and that it will not require any additional appropriation
for the Census Bureau. It will be done with the same force.
The bill does not carry any appropriation and does not require
any on the part of the Census Office. This will obviate the
necessity of the Burean of Markets collecting these statisties.

Mr. SMOOT. Is there anything in the bill which specifieally
denies that power to or takes it from the Bureau of Markets,
because if there is not they will go right on and do that work
and spend the money.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understand they will stop collecting
these statistics if this bill is passed. The Director of the Census
is to require no appropriation on his part at all to collect the
statistics. I will say to the Senator that under the present law
there are no penalties and the figures supplied to the bureau
have not been at all complete. - They have been very misleading.
There is a penalty provided in this bill, and the work is done
under authority of law in a mueh more strict and more valunable
way.

Mr. SMOOT. I know the information will be very beneficial,
and if it is not already being done by some department of the
Government, perhaps it will be a good thing to have the infor-
mation collected in this way.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think it would be very much better,

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to see some amendment placed
on the bill repealing that part of the Agricultural appropriation
act that authorized the expenditure of money for this purpose,
but I do not know that it can be done this morning. I shall
not object to the consideration of the bill.

There being no obijection, the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passedl.

OBDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr, SMOOT. Will the Chair put my request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the
Senator’s request,

Mr. SMOOT. My request was that we take up the calendar
under Rule VIII.

Mr. HARRIS. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Utah that the present occupant of the chair was
advised by the previous occupant of the chair that he had
agreed to recognize the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harmis] to
make a motion, but the Senator from Georgia did not address
the Chair and so the Chair had to recognize the Senator from
Utah. However, the Chair feels that the Senator from Georgia
ought to have a chance to make the motion which he desires
to make. :

Mr. SMOOT. I will not claim the right to the floor, and wil)
yield when the Senator makes his motion,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia is
recognized. '

Mr. KING. . Will the Senator from Georgia yield for a mo-
ment for the Senator from South Dakota fo submit a report
from a committee of which the Senator from Georgia is a
member ?

Mr. HARRIS. I yield, provided it does not take me from the
floor.
Mr. KING. I think it would take no time at all.

Mr. HARRIS,
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia
asks unanimous consent that he may hold the floor while the
Senator from South Dakota makes a report. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none.

I yield, provided it does not take me from the
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EXCLUSION OF UNDESIRABLE ALIENS.

Mr. STERLING. Mryr. President, from the Committee on Im-
migration I report back favorably with amendments House bill
11224, and ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera-
tion of the report and bill.

Mr. PITTMAN, Mr, President, do I understand this does not
take the Senator from Georgia from the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the
Senator from Georgia has the floor to see if this measure can be
acted upon, and yields for that purpose. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11224) to amend
the act entitled “An act to exclude and expel from the United
States aliens who are members of the anarchistic and similar
classes,” approved October 16, 1918.

The amendments were, on page 1, in line 10, after the word
“who,” to strike out the word * entertain”; on page 2, line 1,
after the word * that,” to strike out the word * entertain’;
on page 2, line 2, to strike out the words * disbelief in or”;
in lines 15 and 16, to strike out “(d) aliens who write, circu-
late, distribute, print, publish, edit, issue, or display,” and
insert in lieu thereof “(d) aliens who write, publish, or cause
to be written or published, or who knowingly circulate, dis-
tribute, print, or display ”; in line 18, after the word “or,” to
insert the word “ knowingly ”; in line 19, after the word * be,”
to strike out the word * written”; and, in line 19, after the
word “published,” to strike out the words * edited, issued”;
in line 20, after the word * who,” to insert the word * know-
ingly ”; in line 22, to strike out the first word in the line,
“jissue,” and the last word in the line, * expressing™; in line
23, after the word * taking,” to strike out the words * disbe-
lief in or”: in line 24, after the word “or,” to strike out the
words * expressing a belief in"; on page 3, line 11, after the
word “ publishers,” to strike out the words “ edits, issues"”; in
line 13, after the word * published,” to strike out the words
“ gdited, issued,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, cte., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to
exclude and expel from the United States aliens who are members of
the anarchistic and similar classes,” approved October 16, 1918, is
amended te read as follows:

“fThat the following allens shall be excluded from admission into
the United States:

“{a) Alens who are anarchists;

“(b) Aliens who advise, advocate, or teach, or who are members

of or affiliated with any organization, association, society, or group,
that advises, advocates, or teaches opposition to all organized govern-
ment ;
“(¢) Aliens who believe in, advise, advocate, or teach, or who are
members of or affiliated with any organization, association, society, or
group, that believes in, advises, advocates, or teaches: (1‘ the over-
throw by force or violence of the Government of the United Btates
or of all forms of law, or (2) the duty, necessity, or propriety of the
unlawful assaulting or killing of any officer or officers (elther of & c
individuals or of officers generally) of the Government of the United
States or of any other organized government, because of his or their
official charaecter, or (3) the uniawful damage, injury, or destruction
of proj ?Hf‘. or (4) sabotage;

H (ds" Allens who write, publish, or cause to be written or published,
or who knowlnily circulate, distribute, print, or display, or know-
ingly cause to be ecirculated, distributed, printed, ‘pu lished, or dis-
played, or who knowingly have in their possession for the purpose of
virculation, distribution, publication, or display, any written or printed
matter, advising, advocating, or teaching opposition to all erganized
government, or advising, advocating, or tea ng: (1) the overthrow
by force or violence of the Government of the United States or of all
forms of law, or (2) the duty, necessity, or propriety of the unlawful
assaulting or killing of any officer or officers (either of specific indi-
viduals or of officers genemi}f;} of the Government of the United
States or of any other or ed government, or (3) the unlawful
damage, injury, or destruction of ropert{, or (4) sabotage;

“{e) Aliens who are members of or affiliated with any organization,
associatlon, soclety, or group, that writes, circulates, distributes, prints,
publishes, or displays, or causes to be written, circulated, distributed,
printed, published, or displayed, or that has in its possession for the
purpose of circulation, distribution, publication, issue, or dlsEgIay, any
written or printed matter of the character described in subdivision (d).

“For the purpose of this section: (1) the giving, loaning or prom-
ising of money or any thing of value to be us for the advising,
advocacy, or teaching of any doctrine above enumerated shall con-
stitute the advising, advocacy, or teaching of such doctrine; and (2)
the giving, loaning, or promising of money or any thing of value to
any organization, assoclation, soclety, or group of the character above
described shall constitute affiliation therewith:; but nothing in this
paragraph shall be taken as an exclusive definition of advising, advo-
cacy, teaching, or affiliation.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

MILITARY JUSTICE.

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to strike from the
calendar Order of Business 478, being Senate bill 64, to estab-

lish military justice, because it has been included in other
Jegislation,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? No ob-
jection being heard, it is so ordered. .

INCOME AND PROFITS TAX RETURNS.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I call up my motion to dis-
charge the Finance Committee from the further consideration
of Senate joint resolution 146, directing the Secretary of the
Treasury to furnish the-Senate certain detailed information se-
cured from income and profits tax returns of the taxable year
1918, the yeas and nays on which motion have already been
ordered.

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator—I was not in
the Chamber when the resolution was read—to state what is
its seope. I ask for information.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the resolution has been brought
up a dozen times in the Senate, and the senior Senator from
Utah [Mr. Smoor] several times objected to unanimous consent
for its consideration. He then asked that it be referred to the
Committee on Finance, with the distinct understanding, after
the yeas and nays had been ordered, that we should get a vote
on it the next day. The Recorp will show that to be true.
That was two weeks ago, and I have since been waiting
for the Finance Committee to make some report. They have not
done so; and I am now asking for the yeas and nays on my
motion to discharge the committee from the further considera-
tion of the joint resolution.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to explain to the Senate
exactly the situation as it is, so that the Senate may decide
whether or not it is a good thing to agree to the motion to dis-
charge the committee,

It is true, as the Senator from Georgia has stated, that the
resolution was ealled up in the Senate and the yeas and nays
were ordered. It is also frue that I stated upon the floor of
the Senate that a meeting of the Finance Committee would be
called the following morning for the consideration of the joint
resolution; and, so far as I was concerned, I was perfectly
willing to report the resolution out that very day. That meet-
ing was called for the next morning.

At the first meeting the question as to-how soon the work
could be done and how much it would cost came up. It was
decided to ask the officials of the Treasury Department to come
to a meeting in the afternoon at 2 or 3 o'clock, I forget which.
At that meeting the Senator from Georgia was requested to be
present. We had the officials fromr the Treasury Department
before the committee and we took up the resolution of the Sen-
ator from Georgia and asked the officials to give the committee
information as to just how much it would cost to make the
investigation and how soon the work could be accomplished.

It developed, Mr. Président, that the desired information cov-
ering the one year concerning the 35,000 corporations mentioned
in Document No. 259 would cost $600,000, and that the work
could not be accomplished within a period of less than six
months; that if the scope of the resolution were extended to
the year 1919 as well as to the year 1918, it would then cost
$1,200,000 and require approximately nine months to perform
the work.

The officials of the Treasury Departinent also nofified the
committee that it would greatly interfere with the work of the
department, as it was impossible to get the class of expert
accountants necessary to undertake the task without interfer-
ing with work they were then doing in the investigation of cor-
poration-tax returns in the effort upon the part of the depart-
ment to settle finally the question as to whether there are to be
upon those returns more taxes paid than had been reported by
the corporations themselves,

There are 365,000 corporations in the United States. In
Document No. 259 the officials selected 32,000 corporations; and
if only those 32,000 corporations are investigated, then, as I
have said, it will cost $600,000, and it will be at least six months
before the information can be obtained.

Mr, President, I thought—and the Senator from Georgia, T
am quite sure, will bear me out—that in connection with this
information there ought to be shown whether or not there was
an increase in the returns in 1918 over the returns of 1917 as
reported in Document No. 259. Of course, that would require
a little more expenditure and a little more time.

I sent to the Finance Committee room a few moments ago to
secure the written report which the committee requested the
officials of the Treasury Department to submit, stating in "detail
just what it would require to make the investigation. I have
not been able as yet to obtain the report.

I want to be perfectly frank with the Senator from Georgia,
and I will say that the committee did not feel justified in inter-
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fering with the most important work in connection with these
returns which the Treasury Department is carrying on, when
the information could not be obtained wuntil six months from
now and would cost, at the very least, $600,000, and if the two
years were covered it would cost $1,200,000.

That is the situation exactly as reported to us from the
Treasury Department, and the Finance Committee thought that
under those conditions it would be a very unwise thing to have
the resolution passed at this time. .

If it is going to require six months to perform the work, we
might as well let it go until there can be completed the work
which is erowding the department at this particular time in
connection with the returns of corporations, from which the
Government hopes to collect, perhaps, tens and hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars in taxes, because of the failure of the corpora-

tions to report all their profits or because they reported them in:

such a way that their statements do not conform to the law
in every particular.

I do not want to say that the Senate should not act upon this
matter, but I do want the Senate to know what it will mean
and what it will cost, and then they can judge whether the joint
resolution should be passed. I wish to say now, however, that
there is not an official in the Treasury Department who did not
plead with the committee not to take their experts away from
their present duties to do the work which would be necessary
under the joint resolution, which can not possibly do any good
for six or eight months and which would interfere with the most
important work that is being' carried on in that department
to-day. That is the situation.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator
from Utah is very amusing to me after having listened to the
Treasury officials and after what the Senator has stated so many
times about the departments having more clerks than they
needed. The joint resolution does not require the information
at a certain time. The Treasury Department will not employ
one single extra clerk, and they can take their own time for this
work.
do the extra work. The Senator did not tell all that the Treas-
ury Department officials stated the other day, and I should like
to have the Senator tell the Senate what they said about what
could be done if $200,000 was spent.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I would be glad if the Senator
wounld state that himself. I do not want to state it until I
get the report and read the exact words of the Treasury officials.
If the Senator has a copy of the report before him, I should
like to have him read it

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senator says the Treasury
Department officials would take nine months on this work. Here
[exhibiting] is the report of the department in the other case
where the Senate asked for such a report, and it took 27 days
to perform the work. :

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator must not make that statement.
The Senator knows that the officials of the department stated
that that report was made up, practically; that it was almost
complete ; that when the resolution of the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. Borar] was passed the report was practically all pre-
pared ; and all they had to do was to get it into shape for print-
ing and send it to the Printing Office, where it was printed.
That is what the Treasury officials said. They stated, however,
that if the resolution of the Senator from Georgia was passed,
information as to every corporation included in Document No.
259 would be obtained after a complete examination of every
one of them, and that it would be impossible to make that in-
vestigation for the year 1918 alone in less than six months.

Mr. President, I know the Senator from Georgia wants to be
perfectly fair, and I think he will agrée with me that the Treas-
ury Department officials also stated that the figures in Document
No. 259 related to returns under the law of 1916, which was a
very simple law indeed, whereas the joint resolution of the Sen-
ator asks for the figures under the complicated law of 1918, and
it is impossible, they say, to get them out. I will ask the Sen-
ator if that is not so?

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not remember the exact
statement made by the officials of the Treasury Department,

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the acting chairman of the commit-
tee, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, McCumser], if the
statement which I have made is not as it was reported?

Mr. McOUMBER. DMr. President, I regret that we have not
the testimony before us. I think it is now printed, but we could
not get it printed before yesterday or to-day, and I had sup-
posed, as the Senator from Georgia has been absent for some
time, there would be no desire to press the joint resolution under
the circumstances and in view of the testimony that was taken.

The information, as suggested by the Senator from Utah, was
to the effect that the report that was made under the prior law

Of course, the Treasury Department clerks prefer not to”

would be of no assistance to them whatever in making out a
report as to the returns under the new law, which would cover
a more complicated and extensive field. We thought, after con-
sidering the length of time the investigation would take, involv-
ing at least nine months’ delay, and its cost, amounting to from
$1,000,000 to $2,000,000, that it would hardly pay us. If the
Senator will examine, as he no doubt has examined, the report
that was made upon the returns under the simple law of 1916,
I thi'r:-k he will find that we have made very little use of that
repo

The document is so bulky—there is so much of it—that Sena-
tors do not even look at it.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is nothing of more in-
terest to the people of this country than to find out who the
profiteers are and what they are making. This information
will show just what the profiteers are doing. I admit that it
will cost some money, but I think it will be worth a great deal
more than it costs.

The other day.the Senator from Iowa {Mr. KeNyox] made a
speech fwo hours long, and most of the information used was
gotten from the report that I have before me, for which the Sen-
ate asked the Treasury Department two years ago.

I shall ask for the yeas and nays on my motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the
REecorp of the 21st of May shows that the Senator from Georgin
moved to discharge the Committee on Finance from the consid-
eration of the matter referred to. The yeas and nays were or-
dered upon the motion. There was debate, and finally the Sena-
tor from Georgia, the mover of the motion, said:

I will let the matter go over until to-morrow,

There is a motion to di e the Committee on Finance
from the consideration of the joint resolution, and it went over
until the next day. That was May 21. It went over until
May 22, The Chair assumes that that motion is on the table
under the rule which requires that a motion to discharge a
committee shall lie over for one day, except by unanimous con-
sent. Now the Senator moves to call up his motion. Is that
the motion?

Mr. HARRIS. I move to call up my motion, and ask for the
yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are already
ordered upon it. The Senator from Georgia moves to call up
his motion.

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia de-
mands the yeas and nays. Is the demand seconded?

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am willing to have this
matter go over and be voted on at noon on Saturday if there is
any danger of there not being a quorum to-night. I have taken
up less of the time of the Senate than any other Member of
this body. I have not been treated with the courtesy that I de-
serve about this joint resolution, and I am not willing to yield
anything. If the Senators will not let me have a vote on it, I
will take up all the time of the Senate that I can to-morrow in
showing the importance of this measure by reading from the re-
pert of two years ago. :

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr, HARRIS. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator from
Georgia, after offering this joint resolution months ago, is enti-
tled to have a decision rendered on it at this session of the
Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have the floor, please.

I have watched the Senator’s interest in this guestion, and I
have seen him repeatedly try to get a decision. The joint reso-
Iution was referred to a committee of the Senate and has been
held there. Only two weeks ago we were promised that it
would be reported the next day with some decision of the com-
mittee, and the matter was allowed o go over. No report has
yet been made.

In all fairness to the Senator from Georgia, and in fairness
to what he represents here, there ought to be a decision from
that committee for or against this joint resolution, and the
reasons ought to be given. None has been forthcoming, and he
has proper ground fo protest. In fact, the truth is that there
are some committees in this body that do not intend that any
information whatever shall be given about the extent of the
profits that have been made. Another resolution is pending
before a committee of which the Senator from Utah is a mem-
ber, where there is no expense at all involved, but only author-
ity asked for a committee of this body to request the President
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for certain papers that they may think will be of importance;
and that has been held up, too.

I urge that the Senate treat this Senator fairly, and let
there be a decision. Never mind being against it. It is his day
in court, and he has a right to have a hearing before adjourn-
ment. It is the one thing in which he has been interested;
and here we are now on the very eve of this matter being post-
poned and no decision rendered.

I do not mind the committee reporting and saying that fur-
nishing this information is inexpedient or that it is too expen-
sive, but the Senator at least ought to have a hearing, and he
ought to have a decision rendered here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must say that
really, in the opinion of the Chair, he had no business to allow
debate to proceed on this matter. A vote is being taken upon
the motion of the Senator, and there will be a decision on it in
a minute. The Senator from Georgia has demanded the yeas
and nays, and the Chair asked if the request was seconded.
The Secretary is counting to see if the demand for the yeas and
nays is seconded, and at that stage debate is not in order.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, may I suggest
that at least the Senator from Georgia, when he agreed that this
matter should go over for one day, never intended and never
expected that his right to a roll eall on the question should be
surrendered, whatever the technical rule may provide. He
relied upon the promise that was given him in reference to the
matter,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas rises
to a parliamentary inquiry,

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, have not the yeas and nays
been ordered?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays were re-
quested, and the Chair is waiting for the Secretary to count.
The Chair asked if the request was seconded.

Mr. SHEPPARD, But is not the motion to discharge the com-
mittee pending, with the yeas and nays ordered? Does not the
Recorp show that?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is asking for the
yeas and nays on his motion.

Mr. SHEPPARD, No; the Senator from Georgia merely
called up his motion to discharge the committee, and asked for
the yeas and nays that had already been ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Recorp states that the
yeas and nays had been ordered on it.

Mr. SHEPPARD. And he now asks for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is the motion that the
Senator calls up, if he is simply demanding the yeas and nays
upon his motion, in the opinion of the Chair, that is a work of
supererogation, because the Recorp shows that they have been
ordered on that motion,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr., President, will the Senator yield for a
moment ? z

Mr, HARRIS., Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say that as far as I am personally
concerned I have no objection whatever to taking a vote upon
this matter to-day at 12 o'clock noon. I have too much confi-
dence in the Senate of the United States even to suggest that

we would not vote upon it or that we would hold it up more,

ihan long enough to explain what it means. Then, if the Senate
wants to go into it, well and good; but I do not believe they
will do it. As far as I am concerned, I have not any objection
at all to unanimous consent being given to begin the considera-
110:1 (]!\f the matter at 12 o'clock noon to-day, and to vote at 1
o'clock.

Mr. LODGE. Mr, President, if I may be allowed, I have no
objection at all to making the agreement the Senator from
Georgia asks for, but I should like a little time to make some
inquiries in regard to the joint resolution. As it reads, it covers
by direct language all the corporations in the United States.

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to amend it.

Mr. LODGE. There are 365,000 of them; and the estimates
are, as we are informed here, that the cost of the information
will be over a million dollars.

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, that is only on 35,000 of them.

Mr, LODGE, On 35,0007

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, -

Mr. LODGE. Well, it will cost a very large sum, and I
should really like to know a little more about it than I do now;
that is all. . I only want to have time allowed to discuss it
before the vote is taken.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
moment?

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia
¥ield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. HARRIS. I yield. 3

Mr. THOMAS. I fully agree that the Senator from Georgia
is entitled to some report from the committee. I am a member
of the committee. We took up the subject somie time ago, I
think some two or three weeks ago. We had representatives of
the Internal Revenue Bureau before us, I was greatly im-
pressed myself with the amount of expense attendant upon the
Joint resolution if it was reported out favorably; but what im-
pressed me more was the assurance that the preparation of the
list required by the joint resolution would engage the atten-
tion of the staff of employees in the bureau for some six or
seven months, as I remember, and at a time when they are now
overwhelmed with the business which constitutes the chief work
of the bureau.

I thought then, and I think now, that like a great many other
similar resolutions that have been considered since I have been
here, by the time the reports desired were in the subject matter
would have become of no great or certainly no pressing im-
portance, The great trouble with the work desired lies, first, in
its cost in money, and, second, in the demoralization of the
working force of a very important bureau for a long time.

If my recollection serves me right, at the time this hearing
was had the committee took an adjournment for two or three
days, when we were to receive further information, and I do not
recall that the committee since that time has considered it.

I am perfectly willing, as the Senator from Utah says, to
take a record vote upon it at 12 o’clock noon to-day. I have no
objection whatever to it. I fully concede the justice of the sug-
gestions made by the Senator from Georgia. The Senator from
Georgia is entitled to a final consideration” of the joint resolu-
tion ; but the cost of the information and the time that will be
required for its preparation, and which will monopolize prac-
tically the entire staff of the Internal Revenue Department for
weeks to come, ought to be considered by the Senate. - :

I thank the Senator for yielding to me,

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if there can be a vote on the
matter at 12 o’clock noon, I will not ask for a vote to-night.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say to the
Senator that if a unanimous-consent agreement is proposed, it
should be stated definitely ; but the Chair will remind the Sena-
tor that under the rule unanimous consent to fix a day for a
final vote on a joint resolution‘requires the presence of a quorum
when the agreement is made.

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to say to the Senator
from Georgia now that even thongh a unanimous-consent agree-
ment were not made here to-night he is entitled to a vote; and
I am perfectly willing to have an understanding, if such a
thing can be done, that the discussion shall not take more than
an heur, and then that we shall vote upon the joint resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest that
since the vote is not upon the joint resolution, but is upon the
motion to discharge the committee, it will not be necessary to
call the roll.

Mr. SMOOT. That is true.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If a unanimous-consent agree-
ment is proposed, the Chair will ask whether or not the Senate
agrees to it. :

Mr, SMOOT. Will a unanimous consent of this kind suit
the Senator from Georgia [Mr, Harris], that on the convening
of the Senate at 11 o’clock to-day the question will be immedi-
ately presented to the Senate, and at not later than 12 o'clock
a vote will be taken upon the question as to whether the com-
mittee shall be discharged or not?

Mr. HARRIS. That is satisfactory to me, but not later than
12 o’clock.

Mr. SMOOT. Not later than 12 o'clock.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. May I suggest to the Senator
that he put in that agreement that no Senator shall talk more
than 10 minutes?

Mr., SMOOT. I really thought Senators would regard the
propriety.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. It will help to expedite busi-
ness.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think any Senator is going to get up
here and take the whole time. It would disgust every other
Senator if he did.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Has the agreement been made, Mr. Presi-
dent?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 1s reducing it
to writing, and as soon as it is so reduced, it will be reported
to the Senate.

The Secretary will state it as he understands it.
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The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The Senator from Georgia asks
unanimous consent that at not later than 12 o'clock meridian on
the calendar day of Saturday, June 5, 1920, the Senate will
vote upon the motion made by the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Harris] to digcharge the Committee on Finance from further
consideration of the resolution (S. J. Res, 146) ; and further
that upon the convening of the Senate at 11, o’clock a. m., on
said ealendar day the motion will be at once taken up for
consideration,

Mr, HARRIS. And a vote taken on the resolution itself not
later than 12 o’clock.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is already contained in
the request. Is there any objection to the request for unani-
mous consent? The Chair hears none, and the Senate consents,

The unanimous-consent agreement was reduced to writing,
as follows: : :

immediately uwpon the con-
AEJ%‘}%TJE&%”?@%??%?’& the mmly ay of Satur-
day, June 5, 1920, the Semate will to the consideration of the
motion of the Senator from Geo [Mr. Hagmris] to discharge the
oo o L e nat Inter ihat 13 Ocinck Mevidias, o the
mghgilg:ﬁl;uﬁ:;.dﬂ}e Senate will vote upon the sald motion,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not know how long it will
be before the deficiency appropriation bill is received from the
House, and I ask unanimous consent that we proceed to the
consideration of the calendar under Rule VIII of bills to which
theére is no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection to the
request of the Senator from Utah? The Chair hears none.

THE CALENDAE—SBILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER.

The resolution (8. Res. 76) defining a peace treaty which
shall assure to the people of the United States the attainment
of the ends for which they entered the war, and declaring the
policy of our Government to meet fully obligations to ourselves
and to the world, was nx;nounced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed

over.

The bill (8. 529) for the relief of the heirs of Adam and Noah
Brown was announced as next in order.

Mr, KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 600) for the relief of the heirs of Miss Susan
A. Nicholas was announced as next in order. 4

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 174) for the relief of Emma H. Ridley was an-
nounced as next in order. .

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (S. 1722) for the relief of Watson B, Dickermman, |
administrator of the estate of Charles Backman, deceased, was
announced as next in order. .

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
' The bill (S. 168) to create a commission fo investigate and
report to Congress a plan on the -questions Involved in the
financing of house construction and home ownership and Fed-
eral aid therefor was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2224) to incorporate the Recreation Association
of America was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1660) to provide a division of tuberculosis in,
and an advisory council for, the United States Public Health
Service, and for other purposes, was announced as next in
order. -

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 41) proposing an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States was announced as next
in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (8. 2457) to provide for a library information serv-
ice in the Bureau of Education was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 181) to provide that petty officers, nonecommis-
sloned officers, and men of the United States Navy

and Marine Corps on the retired list who had creditable Civil

War service shall receive the rank or rating and the pay of the
next higher enlisted grade was announced as next in order.
Mr. KING. Let that go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
The bill (8. 1448) for the relief of Jacob Nice was announced
as next in order.
Mr. KING. Let that go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.
The reseolution (S. Res. 172) for the selection of a special
committee to investigate the administration of the office of
the Alien Property Custodian was announced as next in order.
Mr. THOMAS. Let that go over.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed

over,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent to
?n;pead the calling of the calendar, so that I may offer a reso-
ution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The calendar is being called
under unanimous consent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But every bill called is be-
ing objected to, and we are going through the form of taking
up time, when some business could be transacted,

Mr. SMOOT. I will gsay to the Senator that all the bills
which have been passed over really should go to the calendar
under Rule IX ; they are objected to all the time. But it wlil not
be much longer before we get to bills which have not been
objected to.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I wish we might do some
real business instead of calling the calendar and passing every-
thing over.

Mr. KING. Would the Senator desire to have the Senate pass
these bills which have been called and which have been passed
over?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I think I have heard an
objection to every bill which has been called.

Mr, KING. I objected to several of them,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K,
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House agrees
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 14335) making appropriations to supply de-
flciencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1920, and prior fiscal years, and for other pu recedes from
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numpbered 18 to
the bill, and agrees to the same with an amendment, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate, and insists upon its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4.

The message also announced that the House agrees to the
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res, 873)
declaring that certain acts of Congress, joint resolutions, and
proclamations shall be construed as if the war had ended and
the present or existing emergency expired.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills:

H. R.13976. An act to extend the time for the construction
of a bridge across the Allegheny River, at or near Sixteenth
Street, in the city of Pittsburgh, county of Allegheny, in the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania;

H.R.13977. An act to extend the time for the construction
of a bridge across the Allegheny River at or near Millvale
Borough, in the county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania; and

H. R. 13978, An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the Ohio River at or near McKees Rocks
Borough, in the county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT.

The PRESIDING OFFICHR laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives agreeing to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14335) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and prior fiscal
years, and for other purposes, receding from its disagreement to
the amendment of the Senate numbered 18 and agreeing to the
same with an amendment in lieu of spid amendment, insert:

EIVER AND HARBOR WORK.

Readjustment of contracts: The sum of $368,078.33 found to be due
various contractors under the provisions of seetion 10 of the river and
harbor appropriations act approved March 2, 1919, on certain contracts
for work on river and harbor improvements entered into, but not com-
pleted frior to April 6, 1917, for work ormed between April 6, 1917,
and July 18, 1918, may be paid by the Secretary of War from any unex-
pended balances of appropriations heretofore made for the projects on
which such work was performed,
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Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate recede from its
amendment numbered 4.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not approve of the ac-
tion of the House, I understand they had no record vote over
there; indeed, I understand there was not a single speech made
in behalf of this proposition ; that the only speech that was made
was in opposition to it. <

It strikes me that it has come to a pretty pass when either
branch of the American Congress, under the peculiar conditions
which confront the District schools, should take such action as
has been taken by the other branch of the American Congress,

I am not going to insist further, so far as I am concerned, on
this amendment numbered 4, because I feel that the select com-
mittee which investigated the schools has done its duty. It
made its report; it cited to the American Congress, both the
House of Representatives and the Senate, what, in their opinion,
were the conditions of the schools here, and made such recom-
mendations as they thought would remedy the situation. It
was a simple remedy, merely the change of the existing board,
and the manner of the appointment. It provided for a survey,
with a mere appropriation of $15,000, whereby Congress by the
next session might be advised of what would be best touching
the school situation here.

The Senate has,acted beautifully. Not only has it accepted
the views of the members of the select committee which was
directed by the Senate to investigate the schools, but it has in-
sisted npon this amendment after the Senate had adopted it.

But the House of Representatives must take the responsi-
bility, which it has taken, in leaving the schools of the District
in the condition in which they will be left after the Congress
adjourns to-day. It will be December before the Congress re-
convenes. We are leaving on the people of the Distriet of Co-
lumbia a board of education which the evidence presented
before the committee investigating the publie schools shows to
be unfit for the discharge of their duties. The people of the
District of Columbia are against them. They have placed the
schools of the District at a very low ebb. The burden is upon
the little children who must attend these schools, and we are
;:djouming to-day and leaving that condition upon the people

ere.

The responsibility is not any more upon the Senate, because
we have done our duty. The House of Representatives has
repudiated our action, and the responsibility for the condition
which will prevail from now on until Congress reconvenes, when
perhaps we can get some permanent legislation passed, must be
borne by the other branch of Congress. It is a sad plight in
which we have left the people, and the House must assume the
respongibility.

I feel that I have discharged my duty and that the other
members of the selegt committee have discharged their duty,
and I shall not insist further on the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the motion made by the Senator from Wyoming that the Senate
recede from its amendment numbered 4.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, WARREN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate agree
fo the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate
No. 18, which the Secretary has read.

The motion was agreed to.

RECESS,

Mr, LODGE. Mr, President, I move that the Senate now take
the recess already ordered.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock a. m. Saturday,
June 5, 1920) the Senate took a recess until 11 o'clock a. m,
Saturday, June 5, 1920.

NOMINATIONS.

Erecutive nominations received by the Senate June } (legisla-
tive day of June 2), 1920.

(GOVERNOR OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS.

Rear Admiral Joseph W, Oman, United States Navy, to be
Governor of the Virgin Islands, ceded to the United States by
Denmark, to date from April 8, 1919.

UNITED STATES ATTOENEY,

John E. Kinnane, of Detroit, Mich., to be United States attor-
ney, eastern district of Michigan, A reappointment, his term
expiring August 8, 1920,

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.

John Thomas Joyce, of Colorado, to be register of the lan
office at Durango, Colo., his present term expiring July 12, 1920,
‘(Reappointment.) -

="

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY.

Carpenter William H. Buchanan to be a chief carpenter in
igis Navy, for temporary service, from the 1st day of September,
\ POSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA,

John M. Graham to be postmaster at Stevenson, Ala., in
i);gtc)e of J. M. Graham. Incumbent's commission expired June 3 1
ARIZONA,

Don C. Babbitt to be postmaster at Mesa, Ariz., in place of
D. C. Babbitt. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1920,

CALIFORNIA,

Samuel T. Moore to be postmaster at Gilroy, Calif., in place
of 8. T, Moore. Incumbent's commission expired June 2, 1920,
William Weber to be postmaster at Soledad, Calif,, in place
ggmwnlia.m Weber. Incumbent's commission expires June 27,
Henry T, Bott to be postmaster at Elsinore, Calif., in place
of Charles Collins, resigned.
COLORADO.

Taylor B. Geer to be postmaster at Delta, Colo., in place of

T. B. Geer. Incumbent's commission expired June 2, 1920,
CONNECTICUT.

Charles W. Leet to be postmaster at Chester, Conn., in place
of C. W. Leet. Incumbefit's commission expired June 2, 1920.

James E. Cuff to be postmaster at Danbury, Conn., in place
of J. E. Cuff. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1920,

DELAWARE,

Austin J, McCabe to be postmaster at Frankford, Del., in
place of A. J. McCabe. Incumbent's commission expired June
2, 1920,

GEORGIA.

James L. Heard to be postmaster at East Point, Ga., in place
of J. C. McKenzie, resigned.

Jason Scarboro to be postmaster at Tifton, Ga., in place of
W. H. Bennett, resigned.

ILLINOIS.

Oscar H. Johnson to be postmaster at Bowen, IlL, in place
of O. H. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 18,

John F. Quinn to be postmaster at Joliet, Ill., in place of J,
F. Quinn. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 1920.

Eli P. Banders to be postmaster at Pawnee, Ill., in place of
E. P. Sanders. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 1920.

Molly Webster to be postmaster at Salem, IIl., in place of
}tgggy Webster. Incumbent’s commission expired February y 4

= INDIANA.

Edward H. Taylor to be postmaster at Knox, Ind., in place
of B, H. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired June 1, 1920,

George W. Roy to be postmaster at Wolcottville, Ind., in
glg;&e of G. W. Roy. Incumhent's commission expired June 1,

TOWA. 4 y

Embree F. Main to be postmaster at Hopkinton, Iowa, in
place of E. F. Main. Incumbent’s commission expired June 1,
1920,

8. Paul Figi to be postmaster at Renwick, Iowa, in place of
S. P. Figl. . Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1920.

Charles V. Dautremont to be postmaster at Riverside, Towa,
in place of C. V. Dautremont. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 1, 1920,

Charles BE. Dawson to be postmaster at Rockford, Towa, in
113111%:23: C. E. Dawson. Incumbent’s commission expired June

i 5

i AFAINE,

Sumner G. Brewer to be postmaster at Freeport, Me., in place

of A. I Curtis, resigned. gy

- MASSACHUSETTS.

Joseph F. McManus to be postmaster at Norwood, Mass., in
place of J. F. McManus. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 24, 1920.

MICHIGAN.

Clarence C. Hopkins to be postmaster at Breckenridge, Mich.,
in place of C. C, Hopkins. Incumbent's commission expired
June 1, 1820,

Joseph M. Dodge to be postmaster at Cass City, Mich., in
%nége of J. M. Dodge. Incumbent's commission expired June 1,
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Sidney Reynolds to be postmaster at Howard City, Mich., in
place of Sidney Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 1, 1920.

William B. Howlett to be postmaster at Jonesville, Mich., in
place of W. B. Howlett. Incumbent’s commission expired June
1, 1920,

Richard W. Doyle to be postmaster at Merrill, Mich., in place
of R. W. Doyle. Incumbent’s commission expired Jume 2, 1920,

Hiram A. Cole to be postmaster at Paw Paw, Mich., in place
of H. A. Cole. Incumbent's commission expired June 2, 1920.

MISSISSIPPL,

Kirk M. Heflin to be postmaster at Baldwyn, Miss,, in place
of K. M. Heflin. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1920,

Andrew J. Darden to be postmaster at Centerville, Miss., in
place of A, J. Darden. Incumbent's commission expired June
2. 1920,

NEVADA.

Charles W. Brown to be postmaster at Gardnerville, Nev,, in
place of . W. Gale, resigned.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

William H. Benson to be postmaster at Derry, N. H., in place
of W. H. Benson. Incumbent's commission expired January
5, 1920.

Thomas Smith to be postmaster at Exeter, N, H,, in place of
Thomas Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired March 9, 1920.

James A. Brahaney to be postmaster at Milford, N. H., in
place of J. A. Brahaney. Incumbent's commission expired
January 5, 1920.

NEW YORK.

David J. Sheridan to be postmaster at Cambridge, N. Y., in
place of D. J. Sheridan. Incumbent's commission expired Janu-
ary 5, 1920.

John Toole to be postmaster at Hudson Falls, N. Y., in place
of John Toole. Incumbent’s commission expired January 6,

1920.

Iobert McC, Halpin to be postmaster at Hyde Park, N. Y.,
in place of R. McC. Halpin. Incumbent's commission expired
June 2, 1920.

Richard J. Gilmer to be postmaster at Kings Park, N. Y,,
in place of R, J. Gilmer. Incumbent’s commission expired June
2, 1920.

William . Nolan to be postmaster at Little Falls, N. Y., in
place of W, II. Nolan. Incumbent’s commission expired March
28, 1920.

Ralph E. Wilder to be postmaster at Newark, N. Y., in place
of It. B, Wilder. Incumbent's commission expired January 11,
1920.

Louis G. Quackenbush to be postmaster at Oneida, N, Y., in

lace of L. . Quackenbush. Incumbent’s commission expired

une 1, 1920, :

John Lenney to be postmaster at Potsdam, N. Y., in place of
John Lenney. Incumbent's commission expired June 2, 1920.

John E. Townsend to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, N, Y.,
in place of J. E. Townsend. Incumbent’'s commission expired
March 23, 1920.

Cornelius J. Carey to be postmaster at Saranac Lake, N. Y.,
in place of C. J. Carey. Incumbent’'s commission expired June
2,.1920, $

George W. Runyon to be postmaster at Spring Valley, N. Y.,
in place of G. W. Runyon. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 28, 1920,

Richard F. Hayes to be postmaster at Ticonderoga, N. Y., in
pg;:)e of R. F. Hayes. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24,
1920,

Thomas A. Meeker to be postmaster at Waterford, N. Y., in
place of T. A. Meeker. Incumbent’'s commission expired March
23, 1920.

NORTH CAROLINA.

Junius C. Wren to be postmaster at Silver City, N. C,, in
place of O. B. Webster, removed.

Adolphus S. Ruggles to be postmaster at Southern Pines,
N. C,, in place of A. 8. Ruggles. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired June 11, 1920, .

OHIO.

Michael J, Callaghan to be postmaster at Bellevue, Ohio, in
‘place of M. J. Callaghan. Incumbent's commission expired
January 18, 1920.

OKLAHOMA.
Jenie I. Burke to be postmaster at Hobart, Okla., in place of
J. L. Burke. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1920.
Herbert A. Seaton to be postmaster at Mooreland, Okla., in
place of H. A. Seaton.
2, 1920,

Incumbent's commission expired June

OREGON.

John P, Houston to be postmaster at Vale, Oreg., in place of

J. P. Houston, Incumbent's commission expired June 2, 1920,
PENNSYLVANIA., ;

Milo G. Conlin to be postmaster at Duquesne, Pa., in place of
M. G. Conlin. Incumbent’s commission expired-June 2, 1920.

Joseph Smith to be postmaster at Elkland, Pa., in place of
Joseph Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1920.

Otis 8. Quinby to be postmaster at Springboro, Pa., in place
of O, 8, Quinby. Incumbent's commission expired June 1, 1920.

Ira F. Cutshall to be postmaster at Tarentum, Pa., in place of
Ibolé‘. Cutshall. Incumbent’s commission expired January 06,
1920.

Laurence J. Casey to be postmaster at Wilkes-Barre, Pa., in
place of L. J. Casey. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2,
1920.

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Ttobert H. Benner to be postmaster at Gary, 8. Dak., in place
of M. H. Godron, resigned.

TEN NESSEE.

Richard H. Green to be postmaster at Covington, Tenn., in
place of R. H. Green. Incumbent's commission expired Janu-
ary 14, 1920, :

WEST VIRGINIA. ;

Richard C. Cooper to be postmaster at Farmington, W, Va.,
;{1 place of R. C. Cooper. Incumbent’'s commission expired June

1920.

'James J. Dunn to be postmaster at Rowlesburg, W, Va., in
place of J. J. Dunn. Incumbent's commission expired June
2, 1920.

WISCONSIN.

Gilbert C. Roberts to be postmaster at La Farge, Wis., in
place of (i. C. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired June
2, 1920.

Robert E. Bundy to be postmaster at Menomonie, Wis., in
psl;azge of Il. E. Bundy. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2,
1920,

Alfred W. Stiles to be postmaster at River Falls, Wis., in
place of A. W. Stiles. Incumbent's commission expired April
13, 1920.

Myra W. Blanding to be postmaster at St. Croix Falls, Wis.,
in place of M. W. Blanding, Incumbent's commission expired
June 2 ,1920.

CONFIRMATIONS.

Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June } (legis-
lative day of June 2), 1920.

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

John E. Kinnane to be United States attorney, eastern dis-
trict of Michigan.
REcISTER oF LAND OFFICE.

Hilmar Schmidt to be register of the land office at Wausau.
Wis.
RECEIVERs oF PUBLIc MONEYS.
George G. E. Neill to be receiver of public moneys at Helena,
Mont.,
William A, White to be receiver of public moneys at Walla
Walla, Wash.
PromorioNs 1IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE.
Consuls general,
CLASS 3, r
Carlton Bailey Hurst, ~
William Coffin.
Evan E. Young.
Edwin 8. Cunningham,
David F. Wilber.
Carl F. Deichman.
Consuls,
CLASS 3.
Roger Culver Tredwell.
George H. Pickerell,
John E. Kehl.
Arminius T. Haeberle,
De Witt C. Poole, jr.
Charles S. Winans.
Chester W. Martin.
Philip Holland.
William P, Kent.
John K. CaldwelL
Wesley Frost.
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Calvin Milton Hitch.
North Winship.
George E. Chamberlin.
Hernando de Soto.
Maxwell K. Moorhead.
Frederick T. F. Dumont.
Otis A, Glazebrook.
Henry S. Culver.
Cornelius Ferris, jr.
William Dawson.
Nelson T. Johnson.
Edward J. Norton,
Frederick Simpich.
Lewis W. Haskell,
Douglas Jenkins.
Claude I. Dawson,
John Q. Wood.

CLASS 4.
Ross Ilazeltine.
Jesse B. Jackson,
Edwin L. Neville.
Ezra M. Lawton.
José de Olivares.
W. Roderick Dorsey.
Joseph E. Haven.
John A. Gamon.
Wallace J. Young,
Harry A. McBride,
Ely E. Palmer.
Stuart K. Lupton,
Charles M. Freeman,
Homer M. Byington.
Clarence E. Gauss.
Ralph C. Busser.
William W. Masterson.
Graham H. Kemper.
David J. D. Myers.
Alfred W. Donegan.
Tracy Lay.
Emil Sauer.
Harold D. Clum,
Leslie A. Davis.
Wilbur T. Gracey.
Clarence Carrigan.
Mahlon ¥ay Perkins.

John K. Davis.
Charles E. Asbury.
Thomas D. Bowman.
Arthur C. Frost.
Harry Campbell.
George 8. Messersmith,
Alfred R. Thomson,
Claude E. Guyant.
John W. Dye.
Edward A. Dow.
Henry C. A. Damm.
Kenneth 8. Patton.
Wilbur Keblinger.
Bertie M. Rasmusen,
Oscar S. Helzer.
Benjamin F. Chase,
Lucien N. Sullivan. -
Edward I. Nathan,
Charles M. Hathaway, jr.
James B. Young.
Charles H. Albrecht.
Albro L. Burnell,
Addison E. Southard.
Henry P. Starrett.
Edwin Carl Kemp.
John M. Savage.
Walter F. Boyle

0. Gaylord Marsh.
Hasell H. Dick.
Thomas B. L, Layton,
Henry H. Balch.
Thornwell Haynes.
Mason Mitchell,
Henry M. Wolcott.
Theodore Jaeckel.
John R. Putnam.
Louis G. Dreyfus, jr.
J. Klahr Huddle.
Dana C, Sycks.
Lowell C. Pinkerfon,

Frank C. Lee.

Bartley F. Yost.
Frank Bohr.

Keith Merrill.

Leslie E. Reed.
William J. Yerby.
Hamilton C. Claiborne,
W. Duval Brown.
Erpest L. Ives.

G. Russell Taggart.,
John J. C. Watson.
Charles E. Allen,
James G. Carter.
Donald D. Shepard.
Henry C. Von Struve.
Robertson Honey.
William H. Hunt.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE CONSULAR SERVICE.

Consuls.
CLASS 3,
Arthur N. Young.
Charles D. Westcott.
CLASS 4
Frederic 1. Lee.
Dana G. Munro.
Maurice Parmelee.
" CLASS 6.
Robert W. Heingartoer.
CLASS T.

Herbert O. Williams,
Winthrop R. Scott.
Renwick 8. McNiece.
Robert W. Jones.
Philip D. Wesson.
Monnett B. Davis.
Avra M, Warren.
William F. Burns,
Sanford Griffiths.
Leighton Hope.
W. M. Parker Mitchell,
John Douglas Wise,
George J. Crosby.,
Newton Adams,
George Orr.
John Corrigan, jr.
Edgar C. Soule.
Chester W. Davis.
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
QUARTERMASTER CORPS,
To be colonel.
Lieut. Col. Theodore B, Hacker,
AMEDICAL CORPS,
To be majors.
Capt. Haskett L. Conner,
Capt. Edward B. Macon.
Capt. Percy J. Carroll,
Capt. James V. Falisi.
CORPS OF ENGINEERS.
To be colonel.
Lieut. Col. Charles W, Kutz.
To be licutenant colonel,
Maj. Gilbert A. Youngberg,
To be majors.
Capt. Donald H. Connolly.
Capt. Raymond F. Fowler.
To be captains,
First Lieut. Lueius Du B. Clay.
First Lieut. Lloyd E. Mielenz.
First Lieut. Pierre A. Agnew.
First Lieut. Alexander M, Neilson.
First Lieut. Hoel 8. Bishop, jr.
First Lieut. Charles E. McKee.
First Lieut. Robert H. Elliott.
First Lient. Samuel D. Sturgis, jr.
First Lieut. Thomas H. Nixon.
First Lieut, Anderson T. W, Moore.
First Lient. Reginald Whitaker.
First Lieut. Eugene M. Caffey.
Provisional First Lieut. Leonard B. Gallagher.
Provisional First Lieut. ¥. Russel Lyons.
Provisional First Lieut. Fernando T. Norecross.
Provisional First Lieut. Willinm N. Thomas, jr.
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CAVALRY ARM,
To be captains.

First Lieut. Joseph S, Tate.

First Lieut. Arthur M. Harper.

First Lieut. John W. Confer, jr.

Itirst Lieut. Herbert N. Schwarzkopf.

First Lieut. Robert N. Kunz.

First Lieut. Charles S. Kilburn,

First Lieut. Charles RR. Johnson, jr.

I'irst Lieut. Bertrand Morrow.

First Lieut. Wallace J. Redner.

First Lient. Guy H. Dosher,

Tirst Lieut. Myer 8. Silven.

To be first liculenants.

Second Lieut, William F, H. Godson, jr.
Second Lieut. William L. Barriger.
Second Lieut. Frederick W. Fenn (Ordnance Depurtment).
Second Lieut. Elmer Q. Oliphant.
Second Lieut. Jonathan L. Holman.
Second Lieut. Francis E. Rundell,
Second Lieut. George B. Hudson.
Second Lieut. Harry C. Mewshaw.
Second Lieut. Peter L. A. Dye.
Second Lieut. Frank T. Turner.
Second Lieut. George G. Eddy.
Second Lieut. Charles E. Morrison.
Second Lieut. Christian Knudsen.
Second Lieut. Francis B. Valentine.
Second Lieut. Thomas T. Thornburgh.
Second Lieut. David A. Taylor.
Second Lieut. Ronald A. Hicks.
Second Lieut. Elmer V. Stansbury.
Second Lieut. Edwin L. Hogan.
Second Lieut. John C. Hamilton.
Second Lieut. Mark Rhoads.

Zecond Lieut. Joseph K. Baker.
Second Lieut. Charles W. Leng, jr.
Second Lieut. Albert W. Johnson.
Second Lieut. Willard A. Holbrook, jr.
Second Lieut. James C. Styron.
Second Lieut. Samuel P. Walker, jr.
Second Lieut. Fred G. Sherrilk
Second Lieut, Sol M. Lipman.

Second Lieut. Ira P. Swift.

Second Lieut. Harris I, Scherer.
Second Lieut. James B. Rivers.
Second Lieut, Harrison H. D. Heiberg.
Second Lieut. Paul A, Donnally.
Second Lieut. William W, Jervey.
Second Lieut. William H. Wenstrom.
Second Lieut. Hugh B, Waddell
Second Lieut, James H. Phillips.
Second Lieut. John E. Leahy.

Second Lieut. Frederick W, Drury.
Second Lieut. Virgil F. Shaw.
Second Lieut, Paul A, Noel.

Second Lieut. Hugh F. T. Hoffman,
Second Lieut. David 8. Holbrook,
Second Lient. William D, McNair.
Second Lieut. William J. Crowe.
Second Lieut, Charles H. Noble.
Second Lieut. Charles H. Bryan.
Second Lieut. John H, Collier.
Second Lieut. Vincent C. McAlevy.
Second Lieut. George G. Elms.
Second Lieut. RRalph F. Stearley.
Second Lieut. Donald H. Nelson. -
Second Lieut. Horace P. Sampson.
Second Lieut. Dale W. Maher.

Second Lieut. Robert J. Merrick.
Second Lieut, William L. McEnery,
Second Lieut. Martin A, Fennell.
Second Lieut. Albert 8. J. Stovall, jr,
Second Lieut. Daniel P. Buckland.
Second Lieut. Fred W. Makinney, jr.
Second Lieut. Robert W, Child.

FIELD ARTILLERY ARM.,

To be captains.
First Lieut. Woodrow W. Woodbridge.
First Lieut. Wilbur C. Carlan.
First Lieut. Edmund B. Edwards.
Tirst Lieut. John H. Carriker.
First Lieut. William G. Gough.

First Lieut. Azel W. McNeal.

First Lieut. William B. Wright, jr.
First Lient, Wendell L. Bevan.
Iirst Lieut. Richard T. Guthrie.
Wirst Lient. Ittai A. Luke.

First Lieut. Alan A. Campbell.
First Lieut. Oscar B. Ralls, jr.
First Lieut. John H. Larkin.
First Lieut. George J. Downing.
First Lient. Wallace W. Crawford.
First Lieut. Christiancy Pickett.

To be first licutenants.

Second Lieut. William H. Barlow.
Second Lieut. Ernest C. Norman.
Second Lieut. Charles R. Gildart.
Second Lieut. Gerald A. O'Rouark.
Second Lieut. Charles E. Hixon.
Second Lieut. Bryan Evans.

Second Lieut. Francis A. March, 3d.
Second Lieut. John 8. Winn, jr.
Second Lieut. Roger W. Autry.
Second Lieut. Myrl M. Miller.
Second Lieut. Alfred N. Bergman.
Second Lieuf. Stuart M. Bevans.
Second Lieut. John H. Lewis, jr.
Second Lieut. Alfred M. Gruenther.
Second Lieut. Benjamin M. Hedrick,
Second Lieut. Williston B. Palmer.
Second Lieut. Robert G. Gard.
Second Lieut. Herbert M. Jones.
Second Lieut. Orville W. Martin,
Second Lieut. John P. Kennedy.
Second Lieut, Alexander S. Bennet.
Second Lieut. George 8. Price.
Second Lieut. Philip 8. Lauben.
Second Lieut. Wyburn D. Brown.
Second Lieut. Robert M. Montague,
Second Lieut. Charles P. Jones.
Second Lieut. Anthony C. McAuliffe.
Second Lieut. Robert L. Johnson.
Second Lieut. Albert R. S. Barden,
Second Lieut. Rlomeo F. Regnier.
Second Lieut. Louis B. Ely.

Second Lieut. Julius E. Slack.
Second Lieut. Bertram F. Ilayford.
Second Lieut, Ernest A. Bixby.
Second Lieut. Robert R. Raymond, jr.
Second Lieut. Ernest J. Riley.
Second Lieut. Thomas B. Hedekin.
Second Lieut. Joseph V. Phelps.
Second Lieut. Charles N. McFarland.
Second Lieut. Charles A. Pyle.
Second Lieut. Alexander G. Kirhy.
Second Lieut. Herbert W. Semmelmeyer,
Second Lieut. William W. Barton.
Second Lieut, Maurice I*. Chadwick.
Second Lieut. Foster J. Tate.
Second Lieut, Richard T. Bennison,
Second Lieut, Henry J. D. Meyer.
Second Lieut, Elton . Hammond.
Second Lieut. Francis G. McGill
Second Lieut. Oscar A. Saunders.
Second Lieut. John J. Burns.
Second Lieut. Leslie K. Jacaby.
Second Lient. Clarence J. Kanaga.
Second Lieut. Edwin V. Kerr.
Second Lieut. Thomas MeGregor.
Second Lieut. James HE. Parker.
Second Lieut. Edward L. Strohbehn,
Second Lieut. Maurice K. Kurtz,
Second Lieut. Eugene McGinley.
Second Lieut. Augustine I'. Shea.
Second Lieut. Marion P. Echols.
Second Lieut. Francis 0. Wood.
Second Lieut. Ellis V. Willinmson.
Second Lieut. John B. Murphy.
Second Lieut. Michael G. Smith.
Second Lieut. Henry E. Sanderson, jr.
Second Lieut. Hugh G. Elliott, jr.
Second Lieut. Douglas A. Olcott.
Second Lieut. Walter T. O'Reilly.
Second Lieut, Edward O. Hopkins,
Second Lieut. Urban Niblo.

Second Lieut. John M. Works,
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COAST ARTILLERY CORPS.

To be captains.,

Ttirst Lieut. Clarence . Cotter,
First Lieut. Gordon B, Welch.
First Lieut. Cedric F. Maguire.
IMirst Lieut. Edward E. Murphy.
First Lieut. Marshall M. Williams, jr.
First Lieut. Edward C. Seeds.
First Lieut, Edison A. Lynn.

First Lieut., Guy H. Drewry.

First Lieut. Raphael 8. Chavin.
IPirst Lieut. John L. Scott.

First Lieut. Alva F. Englehart.
IMirst Lieut. Harold R, Jackson.
First Lieut. Morris K. Barroll, jr.
First Lieut. Walter W. Warner.
First Lieut. Walter F. Vander Hyden,
First Lieut. Ira A. Crump.

Tirst Lieut. Elbert L. Ford, jr.
Iirst Lieut. James L. Hayden,
First Lieut. Scott B. Ritchie.

First Lieut. George S. Beurket.
First Lieut. Burnett R. Olmsted.
First Lieut. Joel G. Holmes.

First Lieut. James A. Code, jr.
First Lieut, William Sackville.
First Lieut. Leroy H. Lohmann.
First Lieut. Christian G. Foltz.
First Lieut. Aaron Bradshaw, jr.
First Lieut. Harry R. Pierce.

First Lieut. Lawrence C. Mitchell,
First Lieut. Alexander H. Campbell,
First Lieut. Marvil G. Armstrong. °
First Lieut. John It. Nygaard.
First Lieut. James L. Keane.

First Lieut, Albert A. Allen.

To be first lieutenants,

Second Lieut. David H. Whittier,
Second Lieut. Clarence E. Burgher.
Second Lieut. Walter 1. Bullock,
Second Lieut. Rlollin . Risen.
*Second Lieut. William I, Allen,
Second Lieut. George R. Burgess,
Second Lieut. Paul L, Harter,

Second Lieut. Lester DeL. Flory,
Second Lieut. Isaac H. Ritchie.
Second Lieut, Roy A. Moore.

Second Lieut. Hobart Hewett.
Second Lieut. Richard T. Rick.
Second Lieut. Waldemar S. Broberg.
Second Lieut. Nathaniel A. Burnell, 2d.
Second Lieut. James I.. Harbaugh, jr.
Second Lieut. Willard G. Wyman.
Second Lieut. John T. Whitelaw.
Second Lieut. Henry B. Nichols.
Second Lieut. Charles ¥. Wilson.
Second Lieut. George W. MacMillan,
Second Lieut. Dean Luce.

Second Lieut. Frederick B. Dodge, jr.
Second Lieut. Willinm H. J. Dunham,
Second Lieut. Raymond F. Kilroy.
Second Lieut. Thomas L. Waters.
Second Lieut. Charles M. Wolll.
Second Lient. Robert W. Crichlow, jr.
Second Lieut. James W. Boyd.
Second Lieut. Galen M. Taylor.
Second Lieut. Edgar M. Gregory.
Second Lieut. William R. Bready.
Second Lieut. John C. Hyland, jr.
Second Lieut. Thomas G. Cranford, jr.
Second Lieut. Edwin R. Samsey.
Second Lieut. Horace Speed, jr.
Second Lieut. John H. Madison.
Second Lieut. Halvor H. Myrah.
Second Lieut. David B. Latimer.
Second Lieut. Gordon L. Chapline.

INFANTRY ARM,

To be colonels,

Lieut. Col. William Wallace.
Lieut. Col. Ferdinand W. Kobbe.

LIX—538

To be licutenant colonels.

Muaj. George L. Byroade.
Maj. Edward S. Walton.
Maj. Alfred T. Smith.
Maj. Fred L. Munson.,

To be major.
Capt. Gustave A. Wieser.

T'o be captains.
Tirst Lieut. Hugh I’. Schively.
IMirst Lieut. John D. Joanidy.
First Lieut. Gilmer M. Bell
First Lieut. Roy Sloan. .
First Lieut. Bryce F. Martin.
First Lieut. Glenn D. Hufford.
First Lieut. Paul . Hudson.
I"irst Lieut. Ralph Hall.
First Lieut. Benjamin H. Hensley.
First Lieut. Hawthorne C. Gray.
First Lieut. Donald J. Neumuller.
First Lieut, Jerome Pickett.
IPirst Lieut. Lebbeus M. Cornish.
First Lient. William S. Rumbough.
First Lient. Thomas L. McMurray.
First Lieut. Hiram G. Fry.
First Lieut, Richard W. Cooksey.
IFirst Lieut. Edwin W. Grimmer.
First Lieut, George A. Murray.
First Lieut. Joseph E. Young.
First Lieut. Henry T. J. Weishaar.
First Lieut. John E. Stullken.
First Lieut. Herman H. Meyer.
I'irst Lieut. Carleton More.
Ifirst Lieut, lidward P. Sheppard.
First Lieut, Henry J. Matchett.
First Lieut. Vincent S. Burton.
First Lieut. Griffith Wight.
First Lieut, Curtis P, Miller,
First Lieut., John W. Bulger,
First Lieut. Roy W. Voege,
First Lieut. Vernon I. Burge.
First Lieut. Simon Fostiak.
Tirst Lieut. Edwin L. Dittmar.
First LEient. Frank M. Child.
IMirst Lieut. Frederic M. Lee.
First Lieut, Hurley E. Fuller,
First Lieut. Larry McHale,
First Lieut. John P. Horan.
Tirst Lieut. Augustus B. O'Connell.
TFirst Lient. Charles C. Fitzhugh.

To be first lieutenants.

Second Lieut., Harold W. Gould.
Second Lieut. George B. Barth.
Second Lieut. Harry B. Sherman.
Second Lieut. John T, Newland.
Second Lieut, Carroll Tye.

Second Lieut. Benjamin IR. McBride.
Second Lieut. Thomas Q. Donaldson, jr.
Second Lieut., Philip E. Gallagher.
Second Lieut. Carroll K. Leeper.
Second Lieut. Edward N. Jones, 3d.
Second Lieut. Harold B. Lewis.
Second Lieut. Charles Q. Lifsey.
Second Lieut. Hugh MeC, Wilsen, jr.
Second Lieut. Dwight T. Francis.
Second Lieut. William N. Davis.
Second Lieut. Dorr Hazlehurst.
Second Lieut. Robert T. Foster.
Second Lieut. Edwin D. Dando.
Second Lieut. Frederick von H. Kimble.
Second Lieut. Charles M. Wells,
Second Lieut. William B. Miller.
Second Lieut. Richard C. Babbitt.
Second Lieut. Hammond MeD. Monroe
Second Lieut. John W. Middleton.
Second Lieut. Frank J. Cunningham.
Second Lieut. Edward W. Smith,
Second Lieut. John B, Sherman.
Second Lieut. John J. Breen.

Second Lieut. James A. Kehoe.
Second Lieut. Frederick Pearson.
Second Lieut. Charles . Colson,
Second Lieut. Donald I, Carroll
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Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut,
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.

Second Lieut.

Second Lieut,

Second Lieut.

Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut,
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieuf.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Seeond Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieunt.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieuf.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.

TRobert A. Schow.

John H. Stokes, jr.
Jesse K. Graham.
Jerome D, Cambre,
Burrowes G, Stevens.
Alexander T. McCone,
Thomas M. Brinkley.
John K. Buchanan,
Ivins LaR. Browne.
Kenneth W. Leslie.
Beverly St. G. Tucker,
Vincent J. Conrad.
Reginald W. Hubbell.
John M. Tatum.

Paul W. Kendall,
John F. Farley.
Charles H. Moore, jr.
James W. Freeman.
Alexander J. Mackenzie,
Wiley V. Carter.
Wilbur E. Dunkelberg.
James H. C. Hill
Victor C. Broome,
Thomas R. Denny.
Frank M. Corzelius.
Julius L. Piland.
Arthur Pulsifer.
Farrin A. Hillard.
William J. Mason.
Elliott Watkins,
Francis J. Gillespie.
Jessie L. Gibney.
Ilobert H. Vesey.
Clarence M. Mendenhall; jr.
Kester L. Hastings.
George McK. Williamson, jr,
Howard W. Brimmer,
Charles M. Smith, jr.
Albert B. Goodin,
Walter J. Muller,
Harry L. Rogers, jr.
George B. Conrad.
William 8. Murray.
Harry Krieger.
Raymond W. Odor.
James C, Weleh.

Miner W, Bonwell,
John P. Pence,

Joseph M, Glasgow.

Second Lieut. Elmer M. Jenkins.

Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.
Second Lieut.

James L. Keasler.
Rutherford D. MeGiffert.
Richard B. Wheeler,
Thomas R. Aaron.
Charles L. Gorman.’
Forrest E. Cookson.
Carl 8. Molitor.
Harlan N. Hartness,
Carl Robinson.
Ernest M. Brannon.
Luther L. Hill,

John W. Sheehy.
John R. Vance.
Richard P. Ovenshine,
Leo C. Paquet.
Thomas M. Crawford.
Carlisle V. Allan.
John E. MeCarthy.
Leander D. Syme,
Leroy . Wilson,
Syril E. Faine.
Arthur M. Parsons,
Harry W. Barrick.
William T. Van de Graaff,
Howard R. Perry, jr.
Edwin H. Young.
Nathan A. Smith.
Gerald St. C. Mickle.
Benjamin R. Farrar,
Walter S. Winn, jr.
Edwin H. Bowes.
Edwin M. Sutherland,
Joseph A. Holly.
Robert F. Carter.

Second Lieut. Nathan F. Twining.

Second Lieut. L. Hoyt Rockafellow.
Second Lieut, Percy E. Hunt.
Second Lieut. Roland W. McNamee,
Second Lieut. John C. Raaen.
Second Lieut. Winfred G. Skelton,
Second Lieut. Lambert B. Cain,
Second Lieut. Edmund B. Sebree.

. Second Lieuf. Ignatius L. Donnelly.

Second Lieut. Merritt B. Booth.
Second Lieut. Raymond C. Barlow,
Second Lieut. Frank G. Davis.
Second Lieut. Emmett J. Bean.
Second Lieut. Donald A. Fay.
Second Lieut. Kenneth Pierce.
Second Lieut. John Endler.

Second Lieut, John D). Armstrong.
Second Lieut. John V. Domminey.
Second Lieut. James V. Cole.

Second Lieut. Ralph B. Kindley.
Second Lieut. John A. Bruckner, jr.
Second Lieut. Clarence A. Frank.
Second Lieut. Clarkson D. McNary.
Second Lieut. Bernard A. Byrne, jr.
Second Lieut. George L. Dillaway, jr.
Second Lieut. Warren W. Christian.
Second Lieut. Robert B. Hutchins.
Second Lieut. Joseph W. Kullman.,
Second Lieut. George D. Rogers.
Second Lieut. Landon G. Daniel.
Second Lieut. Irvin Alexander.
Second Lieut. George E. Bruner.
Second Lieut. Thomas H. Dameron.
Second Lieut. Roger S. Evarts.
Second Lieut, Kenneth S. Olson.
Second Lieut. Robert M. Springer. q
Second Lieut. Russell J. Nelson.
Second Lieut. Simon Foss.

Second Lient. Edward M. Starr,
Second Lieut. Joseph S. Bradley.
Second Lieut. Arthur L. Moore.
Second Lieut. Ralph H. Bassetf.
Second Lieut. Harold A. Brown.
Second Lieut. Donald C. Hardin.
Second Lieut. Wayne C. Zimmerman,
Second Lieut. John T. Keeley.
Second Lieut. Joseph C. Odell.
Second Lieut. Josiah T. Dalbey.
Second Lieut. Logan O. Shutt.
Second Lieut. Stuart Little.

Second Lieut. Hilton E. Heineke.
Second Lieut. John F. Lavagnino.
Second Lieut. Royal W. Park.
Second Lieut. Philip Mel. Whitney.
Second Lieut. Christopher Hildebrand.
Second Lieut. Joseph H. Warren.
Second Lieut. John D. Frederick.
Second Lieut. Richard R. Coursey.
Second Lieut. Dwight L. Adams.
Second Lieut. Lester G. Degnan.
Second Lieut. Henry B. Sheets.
Second Lieut. Archie W. Cooey.
Second Lieut. William R. McMaster.
Second Lieut. Paul R. Carl

Second Lieut. Cornelius E. O'Connor,
Second Lieut. Joseph A. Cranston, jr.
Second Lieut. Maurice L. Rosenthal,
Second Lieut. Willard L. Isaacs.
Second Lieut. William B. Kean, jr.
Second Lieut. Harold R. Emery.
Second Lieut. David S, McLean.
Second Lieut, William J, Moroney.
Second Lieut. Russell L. Williamsony
Second Lieut, Howard D. Johnston,
Second Lieut. Franklin L, Rash.
Second Lieut. Edgar H. Snodgrass.
Second Lieut. Claude D. Ferenbaugh.
Second Lieut. Adna . Hamilton.
Second Lieut. Harold S. Ruth.
Second Lieut. Sterling E. Whitesides, jr.
Second Lieut., Lewis 8. Sorley, jr.
Second Lieut. Albert C. Wedemeyer.
Second Lieut. John L. Denny.
Second Lieut. Roswell B. Hart.
Second Lieut. Herbert J. Riess.
Second Lieut. Henry I. Szymanski.
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Second Lieut. Ulric L. Fomby.
Second Lieut. Frederick B. Porter.
Second Lieut. Bryan S. Halter.
Second Lieut. Hughes Steele,

APPOINTMENTS AND PPROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.
To be a lieutenant commander.
Harold W. Boynton.
To Le a lieutenant.
Bruce G. Leighton.
To be lieutenants (junior grade).
Roy K. Jones,
Robert L. Porter, jr., and
Harold F. Ely.
To be a surgeon with the rank of lieutenant commander,
Irving W. Robbins.
To be an assistant surgeon with the rank of lieutenant (junior
grade),
Bernard I. Toothaker.

To be assistant dental surgeons with the rank of lieutenant
(junior grade).

Hugh R. Alexander and
John W. Grassl.

To be a naval constructor with the rank of captain,
William . Robert.

To be a naval constructor with the rank of commander,
Isaac [. Yates.

To be a chief boalswain.

Ralph B, Wallace. :
To be chief gunners,

Raymond A. Walker and
Edgar C. Wortman.
To be a chief pay clerk.
Wallace D. Chace.
To be a chief carpentery
William H. Buchanan.,
POSTMASTERS.

ALABAMA,
Hortense Rowe, Camp Iill.
James I, Hodge, Carrollton,
Sophie Harris, Childersburg.
James F. Manley, Citronville,
Rush 8. Hickman, Ensley.
James W. Snipes, Florala.
Sidney A. Borom, Hurtsboro.
William C. Starnes, Lanelt.
James B. Hamric, Midland City.
Oscar Sheflield, Pine Hill.
Ernest A, Townsend, Tuscaloosa.
William W. Perry, West Blocton.

ALASKA,
Charles H. Schefller, Cordova.
Zina M. Bradford, Juneau.
William I&. Root, Seward.
Martin Conway, Skagway.

- ARKANSAS,

Hamlet Goudelock, Eureka Springs,
Joseph W. Cheairs, Tillar.
Robert A. Choate, Tuckerman.
Bishop H. Harper, Wilmot.
Stephen I. Garrett, Altheimer,
Isham V. Echols, Cotton Plant,
Red Thomas., Fordyce.
Bertha E. Millian, Lexa.
Lulu Brown, Stephens.
Roy Wilson, Tyronza.
John W, Pinnell, Walnut Ridge,

CALTFORNTA,

Rufus A. Berry, Berkeley.
Joseph C. Beard, Burlingame.
Arthur F. Donaldson, Bryon,
Cary D, MeNeil, Corona.

Melissa B. Wilson, Dixon.

Nell M. Ellis, El Segundo.

Eileen J, Shrieve, Engelmine.
John H. Bacon, Fellows.
Fleming J. Mathews, FFort Jones.

Charles F. Evers, Fortuna.
Edward M. Drury, Fowler.
Merton Blackford, Fullerton.
John E. Nolan, Jamestown.
Charles (. Taylor, Kernville.
Michael G. Gallaghan, Livermore.
Lee Daineal, Los Gatos.

Edna M. Sheridan, Montrio.
Richard L. Dixon, Newman.

Jolin B. Barnard, Niles.

Willinm H. Kelly, Palo Alto.
Gieorge W. Nygren, Parlier.
Edgar J. Murphy, Redondo Beach.
Louis I, Miller, Rio Vista,

Ernest R. RRhymes, Sanitarium.
Italph Cole, RRoss,

John J, MeGrath, San Mateo.
Mary G. Mails, San Quentin.
George B. Morgridge, Sierrn Madre.
Earle R. Hawley, Stockton.
Virginia Mason, Suisun City.
Isidore J. Proulx, Willows.

Ora A. Woods, Winters.

Harry E. Meyers, Yuba City.

COLORADO.

Irving P. Beckett, Craig, :
Anna C. Miller, Crested Butte,
Nellie E, Pyles, Fountain,
Llewellyn I'. Allen, Littleton,
Charles V. Engert, Lyons.
Edna A. Gates, Sedgwick.
William E. King, Sterling.
James L. Allison, Woodmen.

FLORIDA,

Joseph B. Reed, Daytona Beach.
Rex Holley, Lake Worth. -

« Richard J. Mays, Monticello.
George W. Brown, New Smyrna.
Ernest C. Mahaffey, Quiney,

GEORGIA,

John C. McAuliffe, Augusta.
Joel F. Fountain, Ray City.

_ Robert I. Fanning, Washington.

* James L. Brooks, Austell.

. Dan A. McMillan, Bartow.
Lonnie E. Sweat, Blackshear.
Louis J. Leavy, ir., Brunswick.
Commodore D. Stewart, Buchanan,

. Mattie N. Riley, Butler,

. John B. Crawford, Cairo.
Stephen B. Pace, Carrollfon.
Sam M. Barnett, Chatsworth,
Willianm E. Dunham, Cochran.
Leland H. Williams, Collegepark,
May S. Holmes, Culloden.

Paul Latimer, Fairburn.
Mary A. Rudisill, I"orsyth.
Thomas B. Banks, Grantville.
James . MeGriff, Hawkinsville,
John H. Boone, Hazlehurst.
Robert M. Edge, Jasper.
‘Anna C. Williams, Lumpkin,
Henry C. Hays, Mansfield.
Julian G. Hicks, Iteynolds.
Edward B. Oxford, Rutledge.
ILLINOIS.
Walker I. Hylton, Chester.
‘Andrew R. Tarbox, Gibson City.
John Wacker, Techny.
Arthur Justus, Warren.
Thomas W. Daly, Witt.

IOWA,

Kathryn McGuire, Audubon,
Patience Felger, Afton.
arles G. Wiley, Bonaparte.

loyd S. Meyers, Columbus Junction,
i J%ln.bel G. Hart, Farragut.
“herman I. Rutledge, Towa Ialls,
" ICharles E. L. See, Laurens,

Edward C. Reindl, Manly.

Nels A. Jensen, Newell.




8550 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 4,

Earl E. Houdek, Sigourney.

Arthur O, Reinhardt, Van Horn,

Henry G. Kruse, Vinton.
HAWAIL

William E. Smith, Koloa.
William C. Irwin, Waialua.
KANSAS.
George W. Edwards, Alta Vista.
Charles L. Smith, Baxter Springs.
Bessie M, Williams, Belle Plaine,
Jacob H. Hostetler, Belleville,
George . Bentley, Burr Oak.
William A, Morgan, Burrton.
Thomas A. Stevens, Caney.
Timothy J. Foley, Chapman.
James D. Stevenson, Claflin.
Bessie Young, Dighton.
John H. Rathbun, Downs.
*Harry J. Davis, Elkhart.
Alexander Nieruberger, Ellis.
Edward Grauerholz, Esbon.
George W. Long, Galena.
James P. Newman, Galeshurg,
William L. Ringo, Girard,
Catherine T. Butler, Glasco.
Daniel G. M. Keen, Greenleaf,
James L. Reeves, Gridley.
Vernon I. Durand, Hoisington,
Burton M. Palmer, Jewell.
RRodney Torrey, La Crosse,
YVardie V. Goeden, Lakin.
Malinda L. Hoerman, Linn,
Fred N. Adam, Longton.
Christina Walker, Moline.
Nell E. Bevans, Mulberry.
Alexander Burgess, Mulvane.
Dale Stark, Perry.
Everett G. Gillidett, Plains,
Cecil Calvert, Quinter.
James E. Leach, Randolph.
Charles E. Van Vleck, Rossville,
Ttichard W. Moorhead, Sabetha,
George A. Pierce, St. Paul.
John Q. Adams, Stockton.
Ida T. Willis, Troy.
Olive Green, Whiting.
Willianm M. Stehley, Woodston.
KENTUCKY,

Tarleton C. Hobbs, Anchorage.

Cyrus M. Preston, Ashland.

Mattye L. Harris, Auburn.

Joe Ely, Benton.

Garland G. Lanum, Fordsville.

Judith W. Montgomery. Greensburg,

Archie A. Bridwell, JefTersontown.

John T. Wickersham, Lebanon Junction,

J. Walter Payne, Paris.

Roland T. Huffman, Pikerville.

William A. Dickinson, Trenton.

James L. Chadwick, Vanceburg.
LOUISIANA,

Emile Aubert, Abita Springs,
Albert Nunez, Arabl.

Jesse A. Melton, Coushatta.
Susie Jones, Glenmora.

Edith E. Steckler, Jeanerette,
Octave H. Deshotels, Kaplan.
‘Charlton Fort, Minden,

John T. Bryant, Monroe,

Clair M. Cazayonx, New Roads.

MARYLAND,
Wilmer L. Barnes, Bel Air.
Rose €. Foreman, Emmitsburg,
John B. Sweeney, Hagerstown.
Willinm T. McPherson, La Plata.
Frank J. Shriner, Union DBridge.
Oscar 8. Barrick, Woodsbhoro,

MASSACHUSETTH.
William P, Lovejoy, Barnstable.
Joseph F. Murrman, Clinfon.
J. William Byron, Concord.
William M. Allen, Fairhaven.

James H. Hoar, Fall River.
James E. Sullivan, Gilbertville,
Edmund Daly, Hingham.
James J. Murtaugh, Hopkinton,
John A. Bell, Leicester,
John F. Williains, Marblehead.
Arthur J. Coughlan, Maynard.
Perry F. Brown, Northampton,
William W. McLehose, Norton.
Thomas F. Meehan, Orange.
John P. O’Connor, Palmer,
John Adams, Provincetown.
Joseph L. McGrath, Sharon.
Nancy 8. Harley, South Hanson.
Charles T. Farrell, Stoughton.
Stephen C. Luee, Vineyard Haven.,
John P, McKay, Wellfleet.
Martin Ratigan, Whitman.
Charles W. Swift, Yarmouth Port,
MICHIGAN.
Roy P. Hallock, Almont,
Ephraim S. Reist, Ashley,
James Cotter, Auburn.
Arthur E. Dann, Beaverton,
William P, Nisbett, Big Rapids,
Miles L. Hadsall, Birch Run.
Clio 8. Case, Brighton.
Myron B. Gallagher, Byron.
Nathan C. Thomas, Caledonia.
Frank D. McCaren, Carsonville,
Edwin L. Groger, Concord.
Jerry 8. Walling, Coopersville.
Thomas T. Fralick, Copemish.
David It. Brown, Deckerville,
Charles H. Hudkins, East Jordan.
William L. Ferry, Eau Qlaire,
Alfred F. Skarritt, Edmore..
Harry F. Brainard, Elsie.
Helen A. Collier, Gaylord.
Robert E. Vickers, Gobleville,
Edward J. Marrinane, Grass Lake,
Harold Murphy, Harbor Beach.
William H. Blashfield, Hartford,
Archie D. Himebaugh, Hesperia.
Fred J. O'Melay, Hillsdale.
William O. Van Eyck, Holland.
Patrick J. Scanlan, Hubbell.
George M. Hubbard, Hudsonville,
Samuel Folz, Kalamazoo.
Edward D. Ahearn, Kinde,
Charles Hunter, Marlette.

- ‘Andrew H. Campbell, Mattawan,
. Elmer Bremer, Montgomery.

Frederick W. Richter, Niles.
Patrick F. Heenan, North Branch,
Thomas Maveety, Olivet.

James A, Hull, Oscoda.

William G. White, Ovid.

Alva McCarty, Oxford.

Albert Steinen, Painesdale.

.. Riley L. Compton, Rockford.

Charles Powers, Saugatuck.
Harry M. Royal, Shelby.

Hvert 8. Dyckman, South Haven,
Paul D. Palmer, Sunfield.

Charles L. Bennett, Thompsonville,
Emanuel Wilhelm, Traverse City.
Fred Gibbs, White Cloud.

Willd A, Flinn, Whitehall.

MINNESOTAg
Joseph F. Ashbaugh, Murdock,

MISSISSIPPL,
Will N. Guyton, Blue Mountain,
Emma I. Whyte, Bond.
Benjamin F. IIill, Canton.
George S. Neal, Clinton.
Harry L. Callicott, Coldwater,
Minnie Davis, Duncan,
William C. Tyler, Duck Hill,
Mary L. Taium, Edwards.
Cornelins T. Sweatt, EtheL,
Bennett A. Truly, Fayette,
Maleolm S. Graham, Forest.
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Mary I, Johnston, Friar Point.
Jefferson D. Fogg, Hernando.
Robert B. Waldrop, Houston,
Walter W. Holmes, McComb.
Hugh M. Drane, McCool.
James L. Copper, Maben.
Thirza I. Clarke, Marks.
Maggie E. Sullivan, Meadville.
Hubert R. Tatum, Merigold.
William T. Smith, New Albany.
Thaddeus O. Barrier, Philadelphia,

. Robert W. Magruder, Port Gibson.

Coke B. Wier, Quitman.

Tamora C. Epperson, Raymond.

John A. Smallwood, Ripley.

Tommie A. Hamill, Sturgis.

James H. Crawford, Tylertown.

Andrew V. Lamar, Vardaman.
MISSOURL

Carl E. Davis, Ewing.

William W. Reese, Ironton,

Essie Ward, King City.

Alma C. Dobbins, Lgredo.

Clate Cox, Princeton.

Arthur C. Jones, Queen City.

Arthur L. Wilson, Waynesville.

MONTANA,

Alban C. Sipe, Broadview.
Philip B. C. Goodwin, Butte.
Thomas Dowen, Chinook.

John P. Heaton, Dodson.
Frank K. Hollenbeck, Forsyth.
Fred B. Hedge, Grassrange.
Carl E. Bowman, Hardin.
Charles E. Mullikin, Hingham,
Maurice J. Keenan, Hobson.
Joseph A. Lemire, Ronan.
Bernelda A. Miller, Terry.
John ©. Tipton, White Sulphur Springs,

NEBRASEA,

Melvin A. Brinegar, Alexandria.
Loren W. Harper, Allen.

James C. Badger, Arlington.
William C. Rosecrans, Ashland.
Garrett H. Lorenz, Ashton.
William 8. Morgan, Atkinson.
John H. Grosvenor, Aurora.
Xander Y. Zuhlke, Bancroft.
Martin G. Doering, Battle Creek,
Harry A. Crosby, o
Calvin A. Demarest, Bethany.
Thomas J. Lane, Bloomington.
John W. Henthorn, Blue Springs,
William F. Nick, Cedar Bluffs,
Benjamin A. Brewster, Chadron.
Francis A. Thompson, Clay Center,
Charles A. Payne, Clearwater.
Louis H. Deaver, Cody.

James M. Crews, Culbertson.
Thomas J. Hinds, David City.
George W. Nicholas, De Witt,
William A. Nyrop, Elgin.

Daniel Kavanaugh, Fairbury.
Owen T. Thompson, Farnam,
John Wilson, Franklin.

Henry P. Wilson, Geneva.
Samuel A. Tobey, Greshanr.
Patrick J. Melia, Gretna.

Orla C. Lanib, Guide Rock.
Ethel Chubb, Haigler.

James R. Durrie, Laurel.
William C. Rusmisell, Mason City.
Edwin C. Pickett, Mullen.
Grover O. Hoback, Nehawka,
Oscar E. Swanson, Oakland.
John J. McCarthy, Ogallala.
Michael H, McCarthy, O'Neill
Thomas O. Norman, Oxford.
Anton B. Helms, Randolph.

Otto 8. Larson, Shickley.
George M. Sandusky, Sterling.
Emmor C. Rateliff, Stratton.
Anthony R. Kovanda, Table Rock,

William D. Day, Ulysses.
Carl Carlson, Valparaiso.
Ernest J. Kaltenborn, Waco.
Carl P. Lundgren, Wausa.
David D. O'Kane, Wood River.
Charles F. Gilbert, York
NEVADA.
Edna M. George, Baitle Mountain.
George W. Likes, Failon.
Mildred Robison, Overfon.
James J. MeQuillan, Tonopah.
Michael E. Nevin, Virginia City.
Merritt A. Macfarlane, Winnemucca.
. NEW JERSEY.
Katherine A. Cooney, Pedricktown.
NEW YORE.

Louis W. Noland, Saratoga Springs.
Walter C. Burton, Brooklyn.
NORTH CABOLINA, *
Miley C. Glover, Bailey.
1. Estelle Jones, Bethel.
James P. Parker, Blue Ridge.
William C. Gillespie, Burnsville.
Frank R. Mease, Canton.
John F. Hunsucker, Conover.
Millard F. Bond, Edenton.
Martin L. Fogleman, Gibsonville.
Everette R. Crawford, Hayesville,
James J. Farriss, High Point.
George K. Snow, Mount Airy.
Sarah L. Whitson, Oteen.
William R. Badgett, Pilot Mountain,
Luther F. Tillery, Rocky Mount,
Frank W. Miller, Waynesville,
OHIO,

Albert E. Kroske, Arlington.
Lee R, Carman, Belmont.
Oscar D. Ellenwood, Belpre.
James M. Phillips, Bethesda.
Fred H. Hart, Beverly.
Gideon Locher, Bluffton.
Thomas M. Dunecan, Bridgeport,
Peter J. Blank, Canal Fulton.
Augustus 8. Tuttle, Creston.
William E. Haas, Delaware,
John E, McFarland, Dresden.
Michael E. Miskall, East Liverpool,
Justus D. Smoots, Fredericktown.
James A. Angus, Genoa.
Frederick B. Mowery, Kingston.
George M. Galbraith, Lexingtoh.
Homer G. Hansel, Logan.
Tewis G. Barton, Millersburg.
Robert L. Hagerty, Mingo Junction.
Karl H., Sherman, Minster.
Charleg W. Hodges, Mount Sterling,
Franklin Harper, Mount Vernon.
Daniel A. Muskoff, Navarre.
John I. Norris, New Matamoras,
James B. Beard, Newton Falls.
Alfred L. Richar, Niles.
William H. Flach, Piqua.
Claren T. Shively, Rogers.
Ross S. DeMuth, Rossford.
Henry H. McFadden, Steubenville,
George W, Lathrop, Toledo.
James Connor, Toronto.
Charles H. Dale, Troy.
Glenn B. Rodgers, Washington Court House,
Theresia M. Beacham, Williamsburg.
Thomas N. Swearingen, Winchester,
Harry HE. Rice, Xenia,

OREGON.

John W. Leneve, Coquille.

Katherine B. Veatch, Cottage Grove.
Chester Noland, Creswell.

Warren A. Heylman, Estacada.
Robert P. Wirtz, Forest Grove.
William P. Quinlan, Grants Pass,
Homer 8. Wood, Independence.
Fitzhugh G. Lee, Junction City.
Walter L. Hembree, McMinnville.
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James A. Watkins, Philomath, Mary R. Manning, Madisonville.

Joseph Lyons, Reedsport. Claud W. Warren, Matador.

Osecar Kendall, Richland. # George F. Nelson, Mount Calm,

James W. Dunn, St. Benedict. Edgar A. Stripling, Mount Vernon.

Frank H. Laighton, Seaside. Joseph W. Holland, New Waverly.
PENNSYLVANIA. Osceola G. Wilson, Nixon.

Louise Martin, Koppel. Abundio Contreras, Riogrande.

Mary M. Ferrel, Roby.
Herschel C. Connally, Rosebud.
Roy C. Lattimore, Roxton,

William M. Carter, Punxsutawney.
Matthew Storey, South Brownsville.

PORTO RICO. James W. Longley, San Saba.
Carlos F. Torregrosa, Aguadilla. Virgil T. Williams, Thornton,
RHODE 1SLAND., Wiley H. Lowrey, Weimar.

: 3 Charles P. Zapalac, West.
Samuel W. Smith, jr., Jamestown, 4
Emory H. Desilets, Manville, Aaron H. Russell, Willis.

' Frank I’. Lamb, Natick. UTAH,

. Sumner Mowry, Peace Dale. Robert D, Halladay, Grantsville.
Howard F. Briggs, jr., Saunderstown. Heber J, Sheffield, jr., Kaysville.
John MePike, Warren. i:l’tede:liah M. Blair, Logan.
: ichard T. Fry, Morgan.
SOUTH CAROLINA. ’ |
: i William 8. Anderson, Moroni. |
Jumes M. Byrd, Branchville. George A. Allen, Nephi. |

Clinton G. Rowland, Central.

James A. Barrett, Clover. Leonard C. Sargent, Panguitch.

-
Clara A. Bonner, Due West. William A. Jones, Spanish Fork.
Almon C. Turbeville, Lake City. g VERMONT.
Maxcy J. Spears, Lamar. Alfred A. Durkee, Pittsford,
John W. Willis, Lynchburg. Claude C. Duval, West Burke,
Ellen M. W{lliamson, Norway. YIRGINIA.
William B. Wright, jr., Shelton.
Marie C. Harley, Williston, g&ﬁﬁ?ﬁbﬁfﬁ“ﬁﬁ&“
Bruce K. Arnold, Woodruff. - - p . 7
Martha E. Nichols, York A, Sidney Francis, Boykins,
2 : Everett S. Kendrick, Bristol
SOUTH DAKOTA. Sidney Sheltman, Christiansburg.
Dana N. Bonesteel, Artesian. Henry L. Munt, City Point.
Raymond B. Breed, Brookings. Eugene C. Hurt, Clover.
Guy A. Miller, Conde. Ruth €. Mankin, Falls Church.
Edward McDonald, Deadwood. Robert L. Dudley, Rural Retreat.
Frank E. Riley, Dupree. Samuel R, Gault, Scottsville.
Lydia Oldewurtel, Freeman. William A. Coates, South Washington.
John A, Stromme, Garretson. John L. Henley, Tappahannock.
Anna M. Damberger, Herreid. WEST VIRGINIA,
James 8. Slaughter, Herrick. Samuel A. Christie, Keystone,
Harry K. Sauborn, Hurley. William A. Burgess, St. Albans.
Tazewell M. Simmons, Huron. Charles G. Price, Smithfield,
Frelen Riley, Parker. -
Francis M. Crain, Redfield. NSRLONBIR
Leroy F. Lemert, Spencer. George Crawford, Mineral Point,
James E. Burns, Timber Lake,
James R. Dunlap, Vermilion.
James M. Rasmussen, Viborg. REJECTION.
John W. Martin, Watertown. Erecutive nomination rejected by the Senate June }, 1920.
TEN NESSEE. POSTMASTER.
Charles M. Reed, Athens. 3 ALABAMA,
John I. Cox, Bristol. John M. Parrish, Clanton.

Shadrach E. Byler, Collinwood.
Richard H. Green, Covington.
Charles C. Berry, Dyer.

Hugh H. Gouchenour, Greeneville, ' HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

James 8. Pritchett, Jonesboro,

Mary B. Buford, Lynnville. Frioay, June 4, 1920.

Dossie 0. Thompson, McEwen. -

James C. Walker, Monterey. The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

John M. Jones, Newport. . The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D, D. offered the

Leander N. Alley, Oakdale, following prayer: /|

S. R. Robinson, Tazewell. O Thou Great Spirit, through whose wisdom, power, and
TEXAS, goodness Thou didst bring order out of chaos in a vast and

Albert B. Seale, Beaumont. . stupendous universe, of which we are a part, and who hast 2

William L. Hayley, Bronte. created us to fulfill a destiny so grand, noble, and holy, of which

Hugzh M. Bryan, Burton. we have not thought or dreamed,

Rudolph Flach, jr., Comfort. We are finite, Thou art infinite; we are weak, Thou art

Harvey E. Williams, Desdenona, mighty ; we know but little, Thou knowest all things.

Howell L. Piner, Denison, Let Thy influence be upon us, to guide us on our way toward

Henry C. Bailey, Detroit. that goal which is manifest in the incomparable life, character,

William R. Dickens, Eden. and teachings of Thy Son Jesus Christ, our Lord and Master,

Walter N. Ramsay, Eldorado. Amen.

gv'lﬁ}f: g gj‘il;f:ﬁ'lgg{fg . The e.Lournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and

< ¥ approved.

Theodore W. Lueders, Lagrange.

Wilson B. Russell, Liberty Hill. . LEAVE 10 EXTEHD REMARRKS.

Otto J. Lang, Lufkin. Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, at Grant’s Tomb on Decoration

Percy L. Walker, Lulin Day I had the honor of making some remarks, and I ask unani-

£.
Charles J, January, jr., McAllen, mous consent to extend them in the Recorp, with the assurance
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